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FRIDAY, APRIL 10, 1953 


Unirep Srares SENATE, 
SuscomMirtrr To Investigate THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act anp OTuer INTERNAL 
Security Laws, or ror CoMMITreEr oN THE J UDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to recess, in the 
old Supreme Court room, the Capitol, Senator William E. Jenner 
(chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner and Butler, 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research; and Robert McManus, staff member. 

The CHairman. The committee will come to order. 

The Senate Internal Security Subcommittee, under the authority 
conferred on it by the United States Senate to investigate “the extent, 
nature, and effects of the subversive activities in the United State,” 
during the past 3 years has been uncovering evidence of extensive 
Communist penetration in Government. 

The subcommittee has been impressed by the extent to which the 
Communists it has exposed were able to move, often with great facility, 
from one Government agency to another, spinning their web of in- 
trigue and drawing with them in positions of power and influence 
their confederates and auxiliaries. The purpose of this series of 
hearings will be to determine the existence of and to expose the design 
by which Communist agents were able to infiltrate the executive and 
legislative branches of Government. 

The subcommittee expects that these hearings will aid it in recom- 
mending legislation to prevent further infiltration, and to discover 
methods and individuals that the Communist International organiza- 
tion may still be employing today. 

The subcommittee undertakes this investigation primarily with 
the view to preventing further infiltration and not to hold up to the 
pillory past misdeeds. But the past is prolog. The subcommittee 
hopes that all persons with knowledge of this penetration will assist 
the subcommittee in its purpose. 

We will call the first witness in this series of hearings. 

Mr. Morris. The first witness is Henry H. Collins, Jr. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Collins has made the request to this com- 
mittee that no photographs be taken of him, and we will ask the 
cooperation of the gentlemen of the press and photographers to 
refrain from taking his photograph. He also made the request that 
no television be used in this hearing, and we have cooperated with 
his request to that extent. 
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You may hold up your right hand to be sworn to testify. 

Do you swear that the testimony you shall give in this hearing be- 
fore the subcommittee of the Committee on the Judiciary will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Cotuins. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HENRY H. COLLINS, JR., BRONXVILLE, N. Y., 
ACCOMPANIED BY JOSEPH FORER, ESQ., WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The CuarrmMan. You may state your full name to the committee. 

Mr. Cotuins. Henry H. Collins, Jr. 

The CuAatrman. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Couurns. Bronxville, N. Y. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Cotiins. Mr. Chairman, may I have the privilege at this time 
of reading the statement I submitted to the committee in executive 
session yesterday ? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes; you may. 

Mr. Coturns. Thank you. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand that the jurisdiction of this subcom- 
mittee is to investigate matters relating to the internal security. In 
my opinion the subcommittee is wasting its time and the public funds 
in calling me as a witness. There is nothing about me that has any 
bearing on internal security. At no time have I knowingly engaged 
in any activity against the interests of my country. On the contrary, 
in World War I1 I spent 2 years overseas as an officer in the European 
theater and received a commendation for my service during the 
Battle of the Bulge as well as 3 ribbons and 5 battle stars. I have also 
given many years of service by employment to both the executive and 
legislative branches of the Federal Government. 

T have tried to continue the examples set by my forebears, who con- 
sistently served their country in honored civil and military offices 
since the 1600’s. Unfortunately, however, under present circumstances 
of near hysteria, many men of integrity, myself included, find them- 
selves harassed by inquisitions as to their opinions, associations, and 
friendships and by irresponsible accusations of disreputable witnesses 
who make it a lucrative profession to bear false witness against others. 

I shall, therefore, if it appears appropriate, not hesitate to avail 
myself of the rights under the fifth amendment, which our Consti- 
tution provides for everyone. In doing so, I in no way admit or imply 
guilt of any kind. The fifth amendment was written into the Con- 
stitution for the protection of the innocent against the very kind of 
star-chamber proceedings that this committee is conducting. 

The Cuatrman. You may proceed with the questioning, Mr. Mor- 
ris. We will let the record speak for itself. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, where did you obtain your academic de- 

rees? 
4 Mr. Coturns. At Princeton and Harvard. 

Mr. Morris. What degree did you obtain from Princeton? 

Mr. Cottrns. Bachelor of arts. 

Mr. Morris. What year? 

Mr. Coxttns. 1926. 

Mr. Morris. What degree did you obtain from Harvard? 

Mr. Coriins. Master of arts, 1927. 
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Mr. Morris. What was your first employment, Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Couins. My first employment was a paper-manufacturing 
company in Philadelphia. 

Mr. Morris. What was the name of that company ? 

Mr. Coxtins. A. M. Collins Manufacturing Co. 

Mr. Morris. Was that a family corporation ? 

Mr. Coturns. It was. 

Mr. Morris. Did you own stock in the corporation at the time? 

Mr. Cotiins. Some. 

Mr. Morris. What position did you have with the A. M. Collins 
Paper Co.? 

Mr. Coturys. I had various positions; production control manager, 
secretary, and treasurer. 

Mr. Morris. And how long did you work for the A. M. Collins 
Paper Co.? 

Mr. Cotuins. About 5 years. 

Mr. Morris. Did you leave that to take Government employment? 

Mr. Coturws. After a period of unemployment I did; yes. 

Mr. Morris. What was your first Government employment, Mr. 
Collins? 

Mr. Cottrins. The National Recovery Administration. 

Mr. Morris. Would you give usa brief job description of your duties 
in the National Recovery Administration ? 

Mr. Cotuins. I was a code adviser on the staff of the Labor Advisory 
Board, and our duties were to advise the deputies in charge of the 
various codes as to the interests of labor in that connection. There 
were also industrial advisers and consumer advisers, all of them on 
advisory staffs that assisted the deputy in the formulation of the codes. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay at that job? 

Mr. Cotirys. Approximately a year and a half, until the Supreme 
Court invalidated the NRA. 

Mr. Morris. Then what did you do? 

Mr. Conuins. Then I secured employment with the Soil Conserva- 
tion Service. 

Mr. Morris. Was that with the United States Department of Agri- 
culture? 

Mr. Cottrns. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what your duties were with the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture with the Soil Conservation Service? 

Mr. Coriins. I had varied duties. At one time I was in charge of 
the program for putting relief workers on our field projects. We 
were assigned a certain number of relief workers to put to work, and 
my job was liaison with the WPA in connection with that. At other 
times I did other duties as prescribed by the Chief. I was assistant to 
the Chief. 

Mr. Morris. May I go back to the NRA job, Mr. Collins. Will you 
tell us to the best of your ability the people whom you gave as refer- 
ences and your immediate superior in that first assignment ? 

Mr. Coturns. I don’t remember who I gave as references. My im- 
mediate supervisor, as I remember it, was Gustav Peck. 

Mr. Morris. Will you spell that for the reporter, please? 

Mr. Cottrns. P-e-c-k. 
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Mr. Morris. In connection with your job at the Department of 
Agriculture, in the Soil Conservation Service, whom did you give as 
references ? 

Mr. Cotxins. I don’t know who I gave as references; I haven’t any 
idea at all. 

Mr. Morris. Who was your superior? 

Mr. Cotiins. My superior was Hugh H. Bennett, Chief of the Soil 
Conservation Service. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, did anyone aid you in getting 
either of those two jobs? 

Mr. Couurns. I don’t know that anybody aided me; I went around 
and looked for a job when the NRA folded up. 

Mr. Morris. I want your testimony. Did anyone aid you in getting 
those jobs, Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Cotuins. Well, in no unusual way that I can think of. 

The Cuarrman. In any way? 

Mr. Coturns. Mr. Chairman, I am trying to conceal nothing at all, 
but I simply heard there was an opening there and I went down to 
see about the opening and found it existed and was taken on. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, we have testimony before this committee 
which I will come to later in detail that you were at that time a mem- 
ber of the Ware cell of the Communist Party. Were you a member 
of the Ware cell of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Coriins. Mr. Chairman, I decline to answer that question on 
the grounds that I regard it as a violation of my freedom of speech 
and association guaranteed to me under the first amendment of the 
Constitution, and also on the basis of my privilege under the fifth 
amendment of the Constitution not to be a witness against myself. 

The CuatmrMan. The committee has always recognized the refusal 
to answer under the fifth amendment of the Constitution. We do not 
recognize your refusal to answer under the first amendment. 

Mr. Corzins. But you don’t object to my stating the first amendment 
also as one of my reasons for refusal? 

The CHatrMAN. You can state it. 

Mr. Coxuins. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Let the record show that any further refusals will 
be stated for the same reasons and let the record carry that through, 
to save your time. 

Mr. Morris. Have you read in the newspapers, Mr. Collins, I want 
the newspaper reports and not your knowledge of the fact, who, ac- 
cording to public testimony, were members of the Ware cell? I am 
asking for your knowledge of what was formally in the newspapers 
and I am not asking you about any of your personal knowledge. 

Mr. Cotttns. May I consult counsel, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHarrman. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Coxuins. I have read various things in the newspapers on that 
subject. 

Mr. Morris. About the makeup of the Ware cell? 

Mr. Coutts. I think so. 

Mr. Morris. Can you testify as to whether or not any of the people 
whose names you read in the newspapers as members of the Ware cell 
aided you in getting employment with the Government during these 
years? 
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Mr. Cotzins. May I consult counsel again, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

(The witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Mr. Couirns. Mr. Chairman, the answer is, not to the best of my 
recollection. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next Government assignment with the 
Department of Agriculture ? 

Mr. Cotzins. With the Wage and Hour Division of the Department 
of Labor. 

Mr. Morris. And would you tell us about that assignment; what was 
the job description ? 

Mr. Cotiins. What, was that? 

Mr. Morris. Give us a short job description of that assignment. 

Mr. Coxurns. Well, at first I was in the, if I remember correctly, I 
was in the Exemptions Division of the Department, and my job was 
passing on the application from employers for exemptions for handi- 
capped workers. That lasted for several months and then there were 
other duties. I can’t remember specifically. I was always in con- 
nection with the exemptions branch and these things came before them. 

Mr. Morris. This was in what year, Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Coturns. Well, I think it was 1938—1988 to 1940. 

Mr. Morris. It says on this civil-service record 12-1-38 you had a 
transfer as senior exemptions examiner. 

Mr. Coturns. That is probably right. 

Mr. Morris. In the Wage and Hour Division of Washington, D. C.; 
how long did you have that assignment ? 

Mr. Coturns. Well, I was with Wage and Hour Division approxi- 
mately until, I think, it was until the spring of 1940. 

Mr. Morris. And then what did you do in the spring of 1940? 

Mr. Cotrins. Then I was loaned to the Tolan committee of the 
House Committee on the Interstate Migration of Destitute Citizens, 
commonly known as the Tolan committee. 

Mr. Morris. Will you describe what the Tolan committee was? 

Mr. Cottins. They were conducting hearings under a resolution. 

Mr. Morris. You say “they.” Was that a congressional committee? 

Mr. Cottrns. A congressional committee; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us under what full committee it operated ? 

Mr. Cotuins. It was, I think—my memory is that it was a special 
committee set up by the House of Representatives under a resolution. 
J think it was not a subcommittee of any other committee. I think 
it was a special committee. 

Mr. Morris. You were, at the time, an employee of the executive 
branch of the Government; were you not, Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Cottins. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And you were on loan to this House committee, House 
congressicnal committee ? 

Mr. Cottrns. Correct. : 

Mr. Morris. Now will you give us a description of what the com- 
mittee did, and then I am going to ask you to give a description of 
what your assignment was on that committee. 

Mr. Coxiins. Sure; certainly. The committee held hearings in 
different parts of the country on the character and extent of the inter- 
state migration of destitute citizens, meaning the unemployed and 
migratory workers and stuff of that nature. 
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They took testimony on the problem. That was the work of the 
committee. My position with it was in charge of the coordination of 
the field hearings. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay with that assignment ? 

Mr. Cotirns. Eo tele a year. 

Mr. Morris. So that brings us down to 1941; does it not? 

Mr. Cotuins. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do in 1941? 

Mr. Cotxrns. Then my services were requested by the Senate Small 
Business Committee, and I was loaned there. 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us about the assignment of the Senate 
Small Business Committee? What was the purpose of the committee 
and what was your purpose on it? 

Mr. Cotuins. The purpose of the committee was to study the prob- 
lems of small business. Again, it is the same type of congressional 
committee with which, perhaps, you are familiar. They held hearings 
and we, the staff members, of which I was staff director, were engaged 
in laying out the hearings for the Senator and getting witnesses; 
going over the testimony. 

Mr. Morris. Did you tell us, to the best of your recollection, who 
aided you, whom you gave as references, and who were your super- 
visors in connection with your assignment with the Wage and Hour 
Division ? 

Mr. Cottins. I honestly haven’t any idea who I gave as references. 
Possibly my previous employer, I don’t know, because it was simply 
a question of getting a better job. I got more money at the Wage and 
Hour than I got at Soil Conservation Service. 

Mr. Morris. I would like to have you give the best recollection, 
Mr. Collins. In subsequent hearings we may have additional testi- 
mony from individual witnesses as to how somebody thought you 
went from one job to another. So we would like at this time to get 
your best recollection of the thing. We want the record to be as full 
as possible. 

Mr. Coins. I appreciate that, Mr. Counsel. I am not trying to 
conceal anything. I just don’t remember who I gave as references. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Who helped you get the job? 

Mr. Couuins. Well, again, I don’t know that anybody helped me 
get the job. I went down and applied for it. 

Mr. Morris. Who was your superior ? 

Mr. Coturys. Merle Vincent. 

Mr. Morris. Who was Merle Vincent? 

Mr. Cottiys. He was Chief of the Exemptions Divisions, if that 
is what it was called. 

Mr. Morris. Where is he now? 

Mr. Couns. I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. Is he the father of Craig Vincent? 

Mr. Cotutys. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, in connection with your assignment to the Tolan 
committee, what were the circumstances surrounding your obtaining 
that position ? 

Mr. Cotirns. Well, let’s see. It was in the spring of 1940, and I 
either met or knew Bob Lamb, who was the executive secretary of the 
committee, and said I was interested in work they were doing, and we 
discussed the work, and he said that he would lke to see if he could 


INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT “4 


secure the loan of my services from the Wage and Hour Division. 
There had been something about the Wage and Hour Division had 
some interest in the work that they were doing. It involved the inter- 
state migration of migratory laborers and so forth. There had been, 
I think, witnesses from the Department of Labor at these hearings, 
and in that way I was requested by Mr. Lamb from the Department 
of Labor. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment after that, Mr. 
Collins? 

Mr. Cottrns. I think I mentioned it was with the Senate Small 
Business Committee. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the circumstances of your obtaining 
that employment ? 

Mr. Cottrs. There is nothing very sinister about that. I really 
can’t remember, as a matter of fact. I guess Senator Murray, Charles 
Murray, his secretary, was looking for people to work on the Senate 
Small Business Committee on the staff of it, and at that time the 
Tolan committee work was closing out. I guess that was it, and he 
asked, again to the Department of Labor where I was on the payroll, 
to be loaned up there instead of the Tolan committee. Mr. Lamb 
acceded to it. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment after that? 

Mr. Couuins. The Kilgore committee. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what that committee was and what 
your function was on that committee ? 

Mr. Couns. Well, that was the subcommittee of the Military 
Affairs Committee on Technological Mobilization. It was set up under 
a resolution to investigate the possibility of furthering technolog- 
ical mobilization for the war effort. And my duties were executive 
secretary and the functions of the committee were similar in character 
to the previous committees, which was the preparation of the material 
for the Senators, and the procuring of witnesses and working up 
testimony. 

Mr. Morris. What was the name of that committee? I don’t want 
the Senator’s name; I want the name of the committee. 

Mr. Couiins. The correct name of the committee, if 1 remember it, 
was the Subcommittee on Technological Mobilization of the Military 
Affairs Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment after that? 

Mr. Cotirns. The United States Army. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the circumstances leading up to your 
obtaining your commission in the United States Army ? 

Mr. Cotrins. I decided I could be more useful in serving my country 
if I were in the Army than if I were working on the Hill. I went 
down to the War Department and applied through oflicer procurement 
whether it was possible to get a commission. I was draft-exempt. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you speak with anyone in connection with that 
employment ? 

Mr. Cotiins. Speak with anyone? 

Mr. Morris. Before you went down to the officer procurement office 
of the Army, did you speak with anyone about obtaining that com- 
mission ? 

Mr. Cotutns. I think I asked Senator Kilgore if he would release 
me if I applied for a commission and he said he would with regret. 
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Mr. Morris. Did anyone aid you in getting that commission ? 

Mr. Cotirns. Well, I think I had to put down some references. 

Mr. Morris. Whom did you give as references? 

Mr. Cotnins. Well, I can’t remember. I can remember two names, 
I think. One of them was Oscar Cox and one of them was Oscar 
Chapman. 

Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony that you can think of no one else 
who helped you to obtain that commission ? 

Mr. Cotiins. Correct. Another one is Senator Kilgore. They 
didn’t help me obtain the commission, they simply—I put them down 
as references and I guess they may have written a letter in or something 
like that. But they took no initiative in the thing themselves 
whatsoever. 

Mr. Morris. The only thing is we want your best recollection at this 
time, Mr. Collins. 

Mr. Cotuins. Certainly. 

Mr. Morris. You served as a military-government officer ? 

Mr. Cotirys. Correct. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give us a description of your duties as a mili- 
tary-government officer in the United States Army ? 

Mr. Coritns. First there was a period of training in the Char- 
lottesville School of Military Government, and then we were sent 
hurriedly overseas on the grounds that the invasion was going to take 
place. It didn’t take place in February, as anticipated, and we 
waited in England until June. And we were ordered into France, 
shortly after the invasion. 

Mr. Morris. That is in 1944? 

Mr. Cours. 1944. 

as Morris. How much training had you had in military govern- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Cottrys. How much what? 

Mr. Morris. Training. 

Mr. Corirns. I went through the school at Charlottesville. 

Mr. Morris. What rank did you achieve in military government? 

Mr. Coturys. Well, I went in asa captain, and I came out as a major. 

Mr. Morris. What were your duties? What other duties did you 
have? You told us of your work after the invasion. You were a 
military government official in France? 

Mr. Cotuins. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Any other countries? 

Mr. Cottins. Germany. 

Mr. Morris. Any other countries? 

Mr. Coturns. No. Well, in England. 

Mr. Morris. When were you demobilized ? 

Mr. Coturns. In February 1946. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do then? 

Mr. Cotiins. Well, I came back to Washington and secured a 
position with the State Department. 

kis Morris. How did you get that position in the State Depart- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. Cotutns. Well, I had been engaged in work with displaced 
persons in Europe, displaced persons commonly known as DP’s. 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 
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Mr. Cotrins. And when I came back I went down to the War De- 
partment and told them about some of my experiences and some of the 
problems that I thought existed in connection with it. The section 
of the War Department that I discussed this with, subsequently be- 
came—this was right when I came back I discussed it with the War 
Department—in a couple of months, if my memory serves me cor- 
rectly, that section was transferred to the State Department as the 
Division of Occupied Territories, or some such name. And at that 
time I was asked if I would come with the State Department to work 
on the problems that I previously discussed with them. 

Mr. Morris. Who asked you? 

Mr. Cotuins. Senator—General Hilldring. 

Mr. Morris. What was his position at that time? 

Mr. Cottins. Well, he was Chief of the Division of Occupied Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. Morris. Were you acquainted with any of his assistants at 
that time? 

Mr. Couurns. Well, I met them all there. 

Mr. Morris. Had you met them prior to the offering? 

Mr. Cotxins. No; I hadn’t been previously. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you remain with the Division of Occu- 
pied Territories? 

Mr. Cotiins. Approximately 6 months. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do next? 

Mr. Cotuins. Then I left the Government and was appointed as the 
American member of a semidiplomatic mission to South America in 
connection with this displaced-persons problem. 

Mr. Morris. You say you left the Government ? 

Mr. Cottrins. Yes; this was a nongovernmental job. It was with 
Intergovernmental Committee on Refugees. 

Mr. Morris. What is the relation of the Interior Governmental 
Committee? 

Mr. Cottins. Many other governments were involved in it. 

Mr. Morris. Will you describe what your duties were with the 
Interior Governmental Committee on Refugees? 

Mr. Cottins. There were two members of this commission; myself 
and an Englishman. 

Mr. Morris. What was the Englishman’s name? 

Mr. Cotuins. Taylor, Ralph Taylor. And we were sent to the River 
Plata countries, namely Uruguay, Argentina, and Paraguay, later 
stopping in Brazil, in an effort to see if we could persuade the gov- 
ernments of those countries to accept some of the displaced persons 
as settlers. 

Mr. Morris. And how many trips did you make to the River Plata 
countries ? 

Mr. Cotxins. One. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay there? 

Mr. Cotirns. A month or two, a couple of months, I think. 

Mr. Morris. When did that employment terminate ? 

Mr. Cotuins. In the spring of 1947. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do then? 

Mr. Cottns. I was unemployed for a period and worked as a free- 
lance writer. 
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Mr. Morris. And then did you work with the American-Russian 
Institute ? 

Mr. Cortins. I did. 

Mr. Morris. When did you work with the American-Russian Insti- 
tute ? 

Mr. Coutts. I was executive director of the American-Russian 
Institute for a period from 1948 to 1950. 

Mr. Morris. Will you describe your duties as executive director of 
the American-Russian Institute ? 

Mr. Contins. We maintained a library that was open to the public 
that had material on the Soviet Union, and we provided a research 
service to newspapers and the Goverment and students, anybody that 
wanted to avail themselves of that. We did that on a service basis. 
They would pay so much for the information, our research staff 
would work it up. Or anybody could come in and use the library 
that wanted to. We had a very extensive connection. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you know that the American-Russian Institute 
was cited by the Attorney General as a subversive organization ? 

Mr. Couurns. Yes; I do know it. And also it was taken off the list. 
Tom Clark admitted he had no reason for putting it on. It was a 
mistake. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have a citation that the American-Russian 
Institute was a subversive organization ? 

Mr. Cotxrns. It was subsequently placed back on the list without 
a hearing and with no opportunity for defending our position, in a 
very unfair proceeding. The American-Russian Institute had noth- 
ing to hide. It was engaged in the worthwhile work of making in- 
ope available to students in the Government, newspapers, and 
so forth. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, did you subsequent to that, work with 
the San Cristobal Ranch? Were you the east-coast representative? 

Mr. Coruins. That is correct. 

Mr. Morrts. Will you describe when you commenced your duties 

me that organization, how long they lasted, and what the nature 
was? 
- Mr. Corrs. I was east-coast representative of the San Cristobal 
Valley Ranch, during the years 1950 and 1951, and my duties—it 
wasn’t employment; I was an agent. People that went to the ranch 
from the East came through me. I supplied them with information 
about train fares, and timetables, and so forth, and distributed litera- 
ture about the ranch and tried to get people to go. I got a commission 
on the people I sent out there. 

Mr. Morris. How did you earn most of your living during the past 
year, Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Corttns. By writing. 

Mr. Morris. Were you writing for the New York Zoological 
ociety ? 

Mr. Conta I did some work in connection with them; yes. 

Mr. Morris. As an avocation, an ornithologist and dendrologist? 

Mr. Cottrns. I am not an ornithologist. I don’t know anything 
about a dendrologist. 

“Mr. Morrts. Did you say you are a dendrologist? 

Mr. Coxttns. No. 
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Mr. Morris. Have you made a particular hobby studying trees and 
studying birds? 

Mr. Cotiins. Not trees; birds, yes. 

Mr. Morris. In connection with your work with the New York 
Zoological Society, what is the nature of your work? 

Mr. Cotzins. I am not working with the New York Zoological 
Society any more. The work there was in connection with nature. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, this committee has received evidence 
during the course of the past 3 years that the witness today was im 
the past a member of the Communist Party. Nathaniel Weyl testi- 
fied before this committee on February 19, 1952, that Harold Collins 
was a member of the Harold Ware cell of the Communist Party. We 
have additional testimony given before the House Un-American Ac- 
tivities Committee by Mr. Whittaker Chambers that Mr. Henry Col- 
lins was the treasurer of an underground cell of the Communist Party. 
In addition, we have executive-session testimony from a witness that 
this witness was a Communist at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch in 
New Mexico in 1950. Iam going to address a series of questions to the 
witness in connection with that testimony. 

The CHatrMAN. You may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. I would also like to, because of the unavailability of 
Mr. Chambers at this time, I would like to read into the record what 
Mr. Chambers has said about this particular witness in his book 
Witness. 

The CHarrMAn. Proceed. 

Mr. Morrts. I am reading now from page 31 of Whittaker Cham- 
bers’ book Witness : 


A number of these men I knew personally as Communists. The treasurer of 
the Ware apparatus— 


and he describes the Ware apparatus in fuller detail later— 


- Henry H. Collins, Jr., Princeton and Harvard, and scion of a Philadelphia manu- 
facturing family, was my personal friend. He also served voluntarily and in 
fact irrepressibly as a recruiting agent for the Soviet apparatus among members 
of the State Department. It was he who recruited one of the Bykov apparatuses 
of State Department sources, a man of much more glittery social background than 
Alger Hiss. 


Did you, Mr. Collins, know Whittaker Chambers? 

Mr. Cottrns. I decline to answer that question on the same grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever recruit anyone for a Soviet apparatus? 

Mr. Couurns. May I consult counsel on that? 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Cotiins. That is a loaded question. I refuse to answer that on 
the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Let me say expressly, did you ever try to recruit a man 
named Richard Post for the Communist Party, for an underground 
unit of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Couns. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Richard Post ? 

Mr. Couturns. I do. 

Mr. Morrts. But you will not tell us whether or not you made an 
effort to recruit him to the Communist Party ? 
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Mr. Cotttns. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet Colonel Bykov? 

Mr. Coiitns. No. f ; 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet—I will let that question go until 
later. 

I would like to read from page 334. 

It was not necessary to invest heavily in Washington. Once the New Deal 
was in full swing, Harold Ware was like a man who had bought a farm, sight 
unseen, only to discover that the crops are all in and ready to harvest. All he 
had to do was to hustle them into the barn. The barn in this case was the 
Communist Party. In the AAA Hal found a bumper crop of incipient or reg- 
istered Communists. On its legal staff were Lee Pressman, Alger Hiss, and 
John Abt. There was Charles Krivitsky, a former physicist at New York 
University, then or shortly afterward to be known as Charles Kramer. Abraham 
George Silverman was sitting with a little cluster of Communists over at the 
Railroad Retirement Board. In the Agriculture Department, after a flier in 
the NRA, was Henry H. Collins, Jr., now the head of the American-Russian 
Institute, cited as subversive by the Attorney General. Collins was the son of 
a Philadelphia manufacturer, a school-boy friend of Alger Hiss, and a college 
friend of the late Lawrence Duggan. 


Were you a member of the Communist Party while you were in the 

Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. Cottrns. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 
Mr. Morris. Did you know Lee Pressman, mentioned in this para- 
raph? 

; NEE Cotiins. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 
ae LO Did you know Alger Hiss, mentioned in this para- 
aph ? 

aM Cortins. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 
Mr. Morrts. Did you know John Abt, mentioned in this paragraph ? 
Mr. Cotutns. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 
Mr. Morris. Were you a schoolboy friend of Alger Hiss? 

Mr. Cotuins. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have the testimony of Alger Hiss 
before the House Un-American Activities Committee in 1948, where 
he said that—Mr. Hiss testified that— 


I have known Henry Collins since we were boys in camp together. I knew him 
again while he was at Harvard Business School, while I was at the Harvard 
Law School, and I have seen him from time to time since I came to Washington 
in 1933. 


Did you know Mr. Lawrence Duggan, mentionea in the paragraph, 
Mr. Collins? 
Mr. Cotxins. I decline to answer for tne reasons previously given. 


Mr. Morris. I have here the volume of Witness, by Whittaker 
Chambers. It mentions here: 


The Ware group was a background and base for my activities from the time 
I arrived in Washington in 1934 until I broke with the Communist Party in 
1948. Until his death I was constantly in touch with Harold Ware. As long 
as Henry Collins lived in St. Matthew’s Court, his apartment was one of my 
informal Washington headquarters. Through it I maintained contact with the 
group which stood ready to help me in any way that I saw fit. Through it I 
often maintained contacts with Jay Peters, whose comings and goings in Wash- 
ington were sometimes more convenient to keep track of through the Ware 
group than by direct contact in New York City. 


Did you ever live in St. Matthew’s Court in Washington ? 

Mr. Cotutns. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Was that home of yours ever used as the headquarters 
for the Harold Ware cell of the Communist Party ? 
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Mr. Cotirns. I decline to answer for the reasons previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet a man named Jay Peters, a Hun- 
garian Communist ? 

Mr. Couns. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Did Jay Peters join you at your apartment in connec- 
tion with a problem that arose in connection with the Ware cell of 
the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Coxtrns. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 

Mr. Morris. I read from page 419 of the Whittaker Chambers book 
Witness: 


The meeting with Alger Hiss was followed by a meeting with Henry Collins. 

Here he is talking about a meeting with Bykov, who was the Soviet 
intelligence person, head of the particular Ware cell. Perhaps I 
should read the preceding paragraph. 

In his own way, Alger answered: No. I translated— 

Chambers was the translator here— 

his answer into German for Bykov. “Ask him,” said Bykov, “if he can persuade 
the brother.” For “persuade” Bykov used the word “uberreden,” which, in his 
special German came out as “ibberedden.” I could not understand him and 
Bykov had to repeat the word several times with growing irritation. I remem- 
ber the exchange distinctly because I saw a curious expression in Alger’s eyes. 
He was wondering why Carl, the good European, should have difficulty in inter- 
preting. I would have spared myself any concern about Bykov’s impression or 
Alger Hiss. He said that he had found Bykoy “impressive.” I had underrated 
the transforming power of anything Russian. 

The meeting with Alger Hiss was followed by a meeting with Henry Collins, 
the treasurer of the Ware group, also in Brooklyn. Again I was the interpreter. 
Bykov believed that Collins should be able to enter the State Department or, 
failing that, he could make valuable contacts there. Collins was just as im- 
pressed by Bykov as Alger Hiss had been. 

Did you meet Bykov under the circumstances described in this book, 
Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Couurys. Not to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, were you a member of the Communist 
Party—did you ever visit the San Cristobal Valley Ranch in New 
Mexico? 

Mr. Couutns. Certainly. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that 
time? 

Mr. Couuins. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously given. However, Mr. Chairman, I should like to again repeat 
that in so doing I in no way admit or imply guilt of any kind. Un- 
fortunately, I should like to repeat this, under present circumstances 
of near hysteria, many men of integrity, myself included, find them- 
selves harassed by inquisitions as to their opinions, associations, and 
friendships, and by irresponsible accusations of disreputable witnesses 
who make it a lucrative profession to bear false witness against others. 

The CHarrman. I believe that complete statement—is that a reitera- 
tion? 

Mr. Coturys. It is a reiteration. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, you answered, for instance, in connection 
with that conversation between yourself and Whittaker Chambers and 
Bykov, you answered that question. You didn’t invoke the privilege 
on that occasion. So if some of these things, if it occurs to you— 
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in my asking these questions—that you have no knowledge of this 
thing, I wish you would answer it that way, if you feel you can do it. 

The Cuarrman. You may consult your counsel. 

(Witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Harry K. Wells? 

Mr. Couiins. Who? 

Mr. Morris. Harry K. Wells. He was a Columbia University pro- 
fessor, I believe, who subsequently was a teacher at the Jefferson 
School for Social Research and was a former husband of a woman 
named Jennie Wells, now married to a man named Craig Vincent. 

Mr. Cottins. Not to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Jennie Wells Vincent, his former wife? 

Mr. Coturns. I do. 

Mr. Morris. Who is she? 

Mr. Cours. She is the owner of the San Cristobal Valley Ranch. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, is she a Communist ? 

Mr. Cottutns. I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. When were you last at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch ? 

Mr. Couiutns. In the summer of 1950. 

Mr. Morris. How many times have you been at the San Cristobal 
Valley Ranch? 

Mr. Cotuins. I spent two summers there. 

Mr. Morris. Did you meet at the San Cristobal Valley Ranch a man 
named Irving Bazer? 

Mr. Couns. In view of the line this inquiry is taking, I shall re- 
fuse to answer that question. I will not be a fingerman for this com- 
mittee. I will not tell the names of the people that went to the ranch. 
They are a business secret, as far as I am concerned, and the people 
are entitled to the protection of their own privacy. I think it is an 
outrage to go ahead like this. I claim the privilege for the previous 
reasons, but I wish to make it clear that I think it is a very poor thing 
that the committee is doing. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know, Mr. Collins, that the committee has re- 
ceived evidence that some of these people were, in fact, Communists? 
We are directing this line of questions to you to determine whether 
or not you were maintaining Communist liaison at that time. 

Mr. Cotirs. Well, I don’t know what information the committee 
has received, of course. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Clint Jenks? 

Mr. Couns. I refuse to answer for the previous reasons. 

Mr. Morrts. Clint Jenks was an official of the Mine, Mill, and 
Smelter workers. Did you meet Clint Jenks at the San Cristobal 
Valley Ranch? 

Mr. Cotirns. I plead my privilege again. I refuse to answer that 
question on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you know a man named Ernie Leiberman ? 

Mr. Couns. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you meet either of those gentlemen at the San 
Cristobal Valley Ranch? 

Mr. Corns. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously given. The ranch was a perfectly legitimate business opera- 
tion, and there is no need to spread these names. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Howard Da Silva at that ranch ? 
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Mr. Couurns. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Was Howard Da Silva at that ranch? 

Mr. Cotuins. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds previ- 
ously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Was a man named Ronnie Gilbert there ? 

Mr. Couuins. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously given. 

Mr. Morris. Was Ronnie Gilbert at that ranch ? 

Mr. Coxurns. I refuse to answer the question for the reasons pre- 
viously given. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us where this ranch was located, Mr. 
Collins? 

Mr. Cotiins. The ranch was located 20 miles north of Taos, on the 
edge of the Sangre de Cristo Mountains. 

Mr. Morris. In what State? 

Mr. Cotiins. The State of New Mexico. 

Mr. Morris. Was it your habit and practice while you were at the 
ranch to take short excursions from the ranch ? 

Mr. Coxiins. Short. We all took short excursions; went to the 
Indian villages. 

Mr. Morris. Where were the Indian villages? 

Mr. Cotzins. Down around Santa Fe, the valley, Bandolier Na- 
tional Monument. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever go to the monument ? 

Mr. Coturys. I did. 

Mr. Morris. What did you go there for? 

Mr. Cotxiys. Birds; to watch the birds. And also to take people 
down there. It is an Indian cliff dwelling. 

Mr. Morris. That is immediately contiguous to the Les Alamos; 
‘isn’t it? 

Mr. Cotuins. It is somewhere near there. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, it surrounds it, does it not, physically ? 

Mr. Coutins. I don’t know. I never went to Los Alamos. 

Mr. Morris. I know, but you went to the Bandolier Forest. 

Mr. Couttns. National monument. 

Mr. Morris. Which actually skirts the Los Alamos? 

Mr. Coturns. There is a sign on the road that says Los Alamos that 
way, Bandolier that way. I always went to the Bandolier. 

Mr. Morrts. How far is it from the ranch, Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Couiins. Ninety miles, or something like that. 

Mr. Morris. But the Bandolier National Monument is contiguous 
with Los Alamos; is it not ? 
Mr. Coxurns. I don’t know. 
Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony that you do not know that? 
Mr. Coruins. I do not know whether it is contiguous to Los Alamos 
or not. Iam not a cartographer. 
_Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, were you a member of the Communist 
Party when you worked for the Government in the NRA in 1933? 
Mr. Coxrins. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously given. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were in the Department of Agriculture ? 
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Mr. Cottrs. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously given. 

Mr. Morris. With the Wage and Hour Division ? 

Mr. Cottrys. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously given. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were with the Tolan committee? 

Mr. Cottrns. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously given. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were with the Special Small Business Committee? 

Mr. Cottins. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously given. 

Mr. Morrts. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were on the Subcommittee on the Technological Mobilization of the 
Military Affairs Committee ? 

Mr. Coturs. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously given. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were with the State Department in 1946? 

Mr. Cotuins. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously given. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were with the Division of Occupied Territories, DP work ? 

Mr. Cotttns. I decline to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously stated. 

Mr. Morrts. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were with the Interior Governmental Committee on Refugees? 

Mr. Cortins. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously given. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were executive director of the American-Russian Institute ? 

Mr. Coturys. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously given. 

Mr. Morrts. Were you a member of the Communist Party when you 
were east-coast representative of the San Cristobal Valley Ranch? 

Mr. Coturns. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds previ- 
ously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a member of the Communist Party now? 

Mr. Cotutns. No. 

Mr. Morris. You are not? 

Mr. Cotturns. No. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been maintaining during the past year and a 
half any Communist contacts? 

Mr. Cotiins. That is too vague a question for me to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been seeing in the past year and a half any 
persons of whom you have knowledge were members of the Commu- 
nist Party? 

_Mr. Cotzins. I refuse to answer that on the grounds previously 
given. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Collins’ name turned up in our 
Institute of Pacific Relations hearing, when a witness, Harriet Moore 
Gelfan, testified that, before testifying here before this committee, 
she consulted with Mr. Collins. 
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Mr. Collins, did Harriet Moore Gelfan consult with you in 1952, in 
connection with her appearance before this committee ? 

Mr. Cotuiws. If you call consultation asking me who a good lawyer 
was; yes. 

vee Morris. Did you advise a good Washington lawyer ? 

Mr. Coutuins. I think I did. 

Mr. Morris. Whom did you advise? 

Mr. Cotiins. Mr. Lamberton, Mr. Forer, and Mr. Rein. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in connection with these hearings— 
did she call you or come to your home? 

Mr. Cotuins. I don’t know. It was a very casual conversation. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, because of the nature of these hearings, 
and because we will have other witnesses down here, and because what 
we are trying to do is to establish a pattern and a design by which 
Communists aided other Communists in obtaining employment in the 
Government, I have a series of names here which I must ask this 
witness about now. 

I point out, Mr. Chairman, that asking this witness these names is 
necessary because the purpose of this hearing is to find the inter- 
connection and interlocking of personalities in the scheme of employ- 
ment. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, do you know a man named Solomon 
Adler? 

Mr. Cours. I refuse to answer on the grounds previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Joseph Barnes? 

Mr. Conrins. Mr. Chairman, I refuse to answer on the grounds 
previously given. If you are going to read another list of 75 or a 
hundred names. I am going to immediately plead my privilege on all 
of them. You will save time by cutting it out and not spreading 
another 75 names in the record to be pilloried in the headlines. 

Mr. Morris. I would like a ruling on that. 

The Cuatrman. I direct that you answer. 

Mr. Coruins. May I consult counsel ? 

The Cuatrman. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

se Cots. I shall abide by my refusal on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, do you from time to time write letters to 
newspapers ? 

Mr. Cotxins. Possibly. 

Mr. Morris. Did you write a letter to the New York Times on 
October 5, 1948, on the question of construction of atomic bombs? 

Mr. Cotzins. No. 

Mr. Morris. Did you live in Bryn Mawr, Pa., in October 1948? 

Mr. Cornirs. No. 

Mr. Morris. There was a letter in the New York Times to the editor 
of the New York Times, signed by Henry Hill Collins, signed Bryn 
Mawr, Pa., October 5, 1948. Is it your testimony that you did not 
write that? 

Mr. Cotrins. It may have been my father. 

Mr. Morris. It may have been your father? 

Mr. Cotuins. Yes. 
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Mr. Morris. But it is your testimony that you did not write it? 

Mr. Coturns. I did not write it. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, do you know a woman named Alice Bar- 
rows ? 

Mr. Corus. I decline to answer that question for the reasons pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. There was a committee formed, the Committee for the 
Defense of Marion Bachrach, and the date I have on this will be ap- 
parent from the nature of the organization. This poster reads: 


The knock on the door in the early hours, thought-control laws, and thought- 
control police to arrest those guilty of dangerous ideas are symbols of the kind 
of government which Americans have despised and fought against ever since 
Colonial days. Today we have a thought-control act in our country, the Smith 
Act. We have the agents of the FBI to rouse its victims from their slumber. 
We have a majority decision by the Supreme Court, in the case of the 11 Com- 
munist leaders convicted under the Smith Act, which says that teaching and 
advocating certain ideas can be termed a criminal conspiracy. 


* * * * * * zs 
So it was with us when we read that a friend, Marion Bachrach, had been 


roused by that early-morning summons and was already behind prison walls, 
charged with mailing 50 envelopes and writing a pamphlet.' 


In connection with that defense of Marion Bachrach, were you a 
member of her defense committee ? 


Mr. Cours. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given, 
Mr. Chairman. 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, I wonder if you would identify this 
pamphlet, and I would like to introduce it into the record, Mr. 


Chairman. 


Mr. Manprt. We have here a photostat of a pamphlet issued by 
the Committee for the Defense of Marion Bachrach, with Dorothy 


Brewster as treasurer, 310 Riverside Drive, which shows as a member 
Henry H. Collins. 


The CHAarrman. It will be made a part of the record. 


(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 1” and is as 
follows:) 
Exuisit No. 1 


WHEN IT HAPPENS TO A FRIEND ... 


The knock on the door in the early hours, thought-control laws, and thought- 
control police to arrest those guilty of dangerous ideas are symbols of the 
kind of government which Americans have despised and fought against ever 
since colonial days. Today we have a thought-control act in our country, the 
Smith Act. We have the agents of the FBI to rouse its victims from their 
slumber. We have a majority decision by the Supreme Court, in the case of 
the 11 Communist leaders convicted under the Smith Act, which says that 
teaching and advocating certain ideas can be termed a criminal conspiracy. 

We are asked to accept this monstrous doctrine, which violates the Bill of 
Rights and all our democratic traditions, by the simple device of persuading 
us that what happens to Communists is of no concern to the rest of the 
population. But when it happens to a friend, your conscience wakes with a 
start and makes you cry out in righteous indignation. ‘They can’t do this in 
America !” 

So it was with us when we read that a friend, Marion Bachrach, had been 
roused by that early-morning summons and was already behind prison walls, 
charged with mailing 50 envelopes and writing a pamphlet. 

Most of us had known Marion for many years. We admired her honesty, her 
straightforwardness, and her generous love for her fellow humans. Some 


1 Marion Bachrach was arrested on June 20, 1951. 
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who had not been in touch with her in recent years didn’t even know she was 
a Communist. Some had argued hotly with her on various public issues. But 
when these things happened to Marion it came to our minds clear as a bell 
that to jail people, because they held certain ideas and got together to advocate 
what they believed, was evil and truly un-American. 

Marion’s case, we recognized, was no different from that of the other defend- 
ants. Every person arrested in this new thought-control roundup, charged 
with violation of the Smith Act, was a flesh and blood individual, with a family 
and friends who have confidence in his integrity, as we have in Marion’s. 

Out of a clear sky, all these people and their families were being hurt, badly 
hurt. None of us likes to see people injured, so we took a closer look at the 
Smith Act, at what it was doing to all kinds of people, to fellow Americans. 

When we read the Supreme Court opinions, we discovered that the Com- 
munists now in prison under the Smith Act, just like those now under indict- 
ment, had been proceeded against not for anything they had done or advocated 
doing. They are where they are, where the Department of Justice wants to put 
thousands of others, simply because of what they think. 

Ponder the words of dissenting Justice Hugo Black: 

“At the outset I want to emphasize what the crime involved in this case is, 
and what itis not. These petitioners were not charged with an attempt to over- 
throw the Government. They were not charged with nonverbal acts of any 
kind designed to overthrow the Government. They were not even charged with 
saying anything or writing anything designed to overthrow the Government. 
The charge was that they agreed to assemble and to talk and publish certain 
ideas at a later date: The indictment is that they conspired to organize the 
Communist Party and to use speech or newspapers and other publications in the 
future to teach and advocate the forcible overthrow of the Government. No 
matter how it is worded, this is a virulent form of prior censorship of speech and 
press, which I believe the first amendment forbids. . .” 

And the words of dissenting Justice William O. Douglas: 

“The doctrine of conspiracy has served divers and oppressive purposes and 
in its broad reach can be made to do great evil. But never until today has 
anyone seriously thought that the ancient law of conspiracy could constitu- 
tionally be used to turn speech into seditious conduct. Yet that is precisely 
what is suggested. I repeat that we deal here with speech alone, not with 
speech plus acts of sabotage or unlawful conduct. Not a single seditious act is 
charged in the indictment. To make a lawful speech unlawful because two men. 
coneeive it is to raise the law of conspiracy to appalling proportions. That 
course is to make a radical break with the past and to violate one of the cardinal 
principles of our constitutional scheme.” 

If you, like Justices Black and Douglas, are against thought-control; if you 
would like to prevent the jailing of Communists and other people solely because 
they believe in, advocate, and teach certain ideas, will you help us who are 
friends of Marion Bachrach by contributing to her defense? 

As we see it, there is no clearer duty for an American than to uphold the right 
of individuals to think as they please and to give free voice to their thoughts. 


COMMITTEE FOR THE DEFENSE OF MARION BACHRACH. 


To DoroTHY BREWSTER, TJ'reasurer 
310 Riverside Drive, New York, N. Y. 


I am enclesing $______ as my contribution to the Defense of Marion Bachrach. 


Please make contributions payable to Dorothy Brewster, Treasurer. 
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Committee for the Defense of Marion Bachrach 


Chairman: Robert Morss Lovett 
Treasurer: Dorothy Brewster 
Secretary: Alice Prentice Barrows 
Members: 
Cc. B. Baldwin 
Elmer Benson 
John T. Bernard 
Henry H. Collins 
Thelma Dale 
Hugh DeLacy 
Leo Huberman 
George Murphy 
Jessie Lloyd O’Connor 
Louise Thompson 
Doxey Wilkerson 
Luke Wilson 
Mr. Morris. Do you know Dorothy Brewster ? 
Mr. Coutins. I refuse to answer that on the grounds previously 
given. 
Mr. Morris. You wouldn’t tell us that? 
Mr. Coutrys. Mr. Chairman, may I consult counsel ? 
The CuarrMANn. You may. 
(Witness conferred with his counsel. ) 
Mr. Morrts. Have you something to say, Mr. Collins? 
Mr. Coruns. No; I didn’t mean to delay the proceedings. 
The Cuarrman. Proceed. 
Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet Lauchlin Currie? 
Mr. Cotrins. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously given. 
Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Charles Flate, who was on 
the staff of the Tolan committee? 
Mr. Corns. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously given. 
Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet Jacob Golos? 
Mr. Corrs. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously given. 
Mr. Morris. You have met Craig Vincent, though; haven’t you? 
Mr. Corxins. I have met Craig Vincent. And he is a fine fellow, 
I might say also. 
Mr. Morris. Did you meet Alger Hiss? 
_Mr. Cotttns. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously given. 
Mr. Morris. Did you meet Donald Hiss? 
_Mr. Cottrns. I decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 
Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named J. Julius Joseph? 
Mr. Cotrtns. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 
Mr. Morris. Do you know Helen Kagen? 
Mr. Coxuins. I decline to answer on the grounds previously 
given. 
Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, yesterday you testified in executive ses- 
sion that you did not know her. 
Mr. Cottins. Okay; soI did. I am claiming the privilege now in 
view of the line that this questioning is taking. I do not desire 
to put any more names before this committee, 
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Mr. Morrts. Does that mean that you are going to abuse your privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment, Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Coturns. May I consult counsel on that ? 

The Cuarrman. You may consult counsel. You answered these 
questions yesterday. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Cottins. What was the question ? 

Mr. Morris. I say, Do you realize that you may be making a record 
for yourself, Mr. Collins, of abusing your rights under the fifth 
amendment ? 

Mr. Coturns. I don’t intend to do that, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. I am sure Mr. Forer understands the point I am trying 
to make here. 

He can’t invoke the fifth amendment just on the general principle 
that he is not going to answer to all names whether or not he knows alk 
these people. He has to invoke his privilege under the fifth amend- 
ment only if there is something actually in existence that will be at 
least a chain in the circumstances that will lead to his incrimination. 

Mr. Forer. I believe I am familiar with the subject of the fifth 
amendment, Mr. Morris, thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Did you testify that you did not know Helen Kagen 
yesterday ? 

Mr. Coxirns. I should have to refer to the record on that, Mr. 
Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. You have no recollection of what your testimony was 
yesterday ? 

Mr. Cotrtns. There were about 75 names mentioned and I testified 
on some of them. 

Mr. Morris. Do you as a matter of fact know Helen Kagen? 

Mr. Coturns. I do not. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Irving Kaplan? 

Mr. Coruins. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know aman David Weintraub ? 

Mr. Coruins. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know his sister, Rose Alpher ? 

Mr. Cotxins. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. That is A-l-p-h-e-r. 

Do you know Hildegard Kneeland ? 

Mr. Cotuins. I think I have heard of the name. 

Mr. Morris. You do not know her? 

Mr. Cottins. I don’t know her;no. Imay have met her. 

Mr. Morris. You know Murray Lattimer; don’t you? 

Mr. Coriins. Ihave met Murray Lattimer. 

Mr. Morris. What was his job in the Government ? 

Mr. Cotiins. He was with the Railroad Retirement Board, I believe, 
or Chairman of it. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in connection with these names, there 
is to be no conclusion drawn, no individual conclusion drawn from my 
asking about these people. We are going to have a lot of names coming 
up from time to time in connection with these hearings, and what we 
are trying to find out is the interlocking personnel arrangement. 
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Do you know Solomon Leshinsky ? | 

Mr. Corzins. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that Solomon Leshinsky was a member 
of the Tolan committee staff at the time you were ? 

Mr. Cours. I decline to answer for the same reasons. 

The Cuarrman. Were you not the executive director of this com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. Corzins. I was coordinator of field hearings. I did not know} 
all the members of the committee. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Palmer Weber, who was 
also on the staff of that committee 

Mr. Cotrrns. I decline to answer the question on the grounds pre- 
viously stated. ; 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Herbert Schimmel, who was a member 
of the staff of that committee ? 

Mr. Conus. I decline to answer that question for the same reasons. | 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Schimmel appeared before this committee in con- 
nection with the United Nations investigation, and Mr. Schimmel 
invoked his privilege against incrimination when asked about his past 
membership in the Communist Party. That question was significant 
in connection with Mr. Schimmel. 

Mr. Coxurins. I didn’t hear that. 

Mr. Morrts. There was particular significance in my asking you 
about Mr. Schimmel. Do you know a man named Lee Athern? A 
woman named Lee Athern, or a man named Lee Athern ? 

Mr. Cottrs. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Coleman Rosenberger ? 

Mr. Cortrns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morrts. Who was Coleman Rosenberger? 

Mr. Cotiins. He worked for Senator Kilgore. 

Mr. Morris. Who was Lyle Cooper? 

Mr. Cottins. Who was Lyle Cooper? 

Mr. Morris. Who was Lyle Cooper? 

Mr. Cotiins. An economist. 

Mr. Morris. Was he also a member of the Tolan staff, the Tolan 
committee staff? 

Mr. Conuins. I don’t know. I don’t remember... He may have been. 

an Morris. What position did Robert K. Lamb have on the Tolan 
staif ¢ 

Mr. Coriins. He was the executive secretary. 

Mr. Morris. But you will not tell us whether or not you know that 
Palmer Weber, Herbert Schimmel, Charles Flato, or Solomon Lesh- 
insky, four members of the Tolan committee staff, were in fact mem- 
bers of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Coruins. I will repeat my refusal for the same reasons. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Carl Marzani? 

Mr. Counins. I think I testified yesterday that I did not. 

Mr. Morris. Was it truthful testimony ? 

Mr. Cotins. Certainly; to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Victor Perlo? 

Mr. Cottins. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 


Sir, I object to any insinuation that my testimony today or yesterday 
wasn’t truthful. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, I would like to point out that there was 
at least one discrepancy that I calied to your attention. 

Mr. Coturns. I can’t remember a list of 75 names. 

Mr. Morris. We want you to remember what your knowledge of 
these particular persons is, not how you answered the questions yes- 
terday. We want absolutely truthful answers. 

Mr. Cotztrys. It was unintentional, absolutely. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Webster Powell? 

Mr. Cotrins. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Bernard Redmont ? 

Mr. Conus. I believe I have met him once. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you meet him ? 

Mr. Corzuins. At a New Year’s Eve party in the Argentine. They 
had some American correspondents there. He was one of them, I 
think. 

Mr. Morris. Who was Allen Rosenberger ? 

Mr. Coxuiins. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 

Mr. Morris. George Silverman ? 

Mr. Cotxins. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Nathan Gregory Silvermaster ? 

Mr. Coturns. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 
This is what I mean by spreading names in the record. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Wilham Ludwig Ullman ? 

Mr. Coriins. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 
Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet David Wahl? 

Mr. Couiins. I believe I have. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you meet Mr. Wahl? 

Mr. Corus. I don’t know; in Washington somewhere. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Nathaniel Weyl, who has testified before 
this committee that you were a member of the Ware cell of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Conuins. I am not familiar with all the testimony that has 
been given before this committee. 

Mr. Mornts. Pardon? 

Mr. Cortins. I say I am not familiar with all the testimony that 
has been given before this committee. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know that Nathaniel Weyl had testified before 
this committee that you were a member of the Harold Ware cell of 
the Communist Party ? 

_Mr. Corrins. I saw something like that in the newspaper one 
time. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Nathaniel Weyl? 

Mr. Cotxrys. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know George Shaw Wheeler ? 

Mr. Cotirxs. What was that name again? 

Mr. Morrts. George Shaw Wheeler. | 

Mr. Cotiins. George Shaw Wheeler? I decline to answer on the 
grounds previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Nathan Witt? 

Mr. Corirns. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 
_ Mr. Morris. Did Craig Vincent have Government employment dur- 
ing the war years, Mr. Collins? 

Mr. Coturns. Well, I don’t know. I was overseas then. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first meet Craig Vincent ? 

32918—53—pt. 1-—-4 
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Mr. Cotxins. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 
Mr. Morris. You won’t tell us where you first met Craig Vincent? 
Mr. Coins. No. Mr. Chairman, may I consult counsel ? 

The CHarrMan. You may. 

(The witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Mr. Cotuins. Mr. Chairman, may I revise my previous answer on 
Craig Vincent ? 

The CHAIRMAN. You may. 

Mr. Coritns. I do not remember when and where I met him. 

Mr. Morris. He is a good friend of yours; isn’t he? 

Mr. Cotuins. He is a good friend of mine. 

Mr. Morris. And is it your testimony that you cannot tell us when 
you first met him ? 

Mr. Cotiins. Certainly not. Can you remember the time you first 
met some of your best friends? 

Mr. Morris. I think I can. 

Mr. Coutts. I can’t. There is nothing sinister about it at all, I 
assure you. 

Mr. Morris. Can you tell us approximately when you knew him ? 

Mr. Cotuins. Well, I have the impression that I met him in Wash- 
ington years ago. But my most recent acquaintance with him has 
been at the ranch. 

Mr. Morris. You knew his father, Merle Vincent, was one of your 
superiors ? 

Mr. Cortins. Yes; I know he was. 

Mr. Morris. And it was he who arranged the transfer from one 
assignment to another in the past? 

Mr. Cotzns. Who? 

Mr. Morris. Merle Vincent. 

Mr. Cottins. Did what? 

Mr. Morris. Helped you transfer from one job to another. 

Mr. Coriins. No; I didn’t so testify. He gave me permission to 
leave. 

Mr. Morris. I want your knowledge of that, Mr. Collins. 

Mr. Cotiins. Well, he gave me permission to be loaned to the Hill, 
if that is what you mean, so far as that was required from him. 

Mr. Morris. Were you active in an organization called the De- 
scendants of the American Revolution ? 

Mr. Corus. I should like to consult counsel. 

The CHamrMAN. You may. 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Coturs. I decline to answer that question for the reasons pre- 
viously stated. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was the organization Descendants 
of the American Revolution a Communist organization ? 

Mr. Couuins. May I consult counsel ? 

The CHarrMAN. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Couns. I decline to answer that question for the same grounds, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know a man named Howard Selsam who was 
the educational director of the organization Descendants of the Ameri- 
can Revolution, and who was a witness in the last session of this 
committee ¢ 
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Mr. Corirns. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell us whether or not you know Howard 
Selsam. 

Could we have a citation on that? 

Mr. Manveu. The Special Committee on Un-American Activities 
in a report dated June 25, 1942, says as follows: 

A Communist-front organization set up as a radical imitation of the Daughters 
of the American Revolution. The Descendants have uniformly adhered to the 
line of the Communist Party. The educational director is one Howard Selsam, 
an instructor of the Communist Party Workers School in. New York. 

Mr. Morris. Were you associated with the American Committee for 
the Protection of Foreign Born? 

Mr. Coxurs. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the board of directors of the 
American Committee for the Protection of the Foreign Born? 

Mr. Cottrns. I decline to answer for the reasons previously given. 

-Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, have you a citation—— 

Mr. Cottrns. Mr. Chairman, may I consult counsel ? 

The CHatrman. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Manpeu. I have here a photostat of a folder entitled “The 
Registration of Aliens,” by Hon. Vito Marcantonio. On the back of 
this photostat is listed, under the American Committee for the Pro- 
tection of Foreign Born, a list of the board of directors, including 
Henry H. Collins, Jr. On June 1, 1948, and September 21, 1948, 
Attorney General Tom Clark cited the American Committee for the 
Protection of Foreign Born as subversive and Communist. In a fur- 
ther comment on the organization by the California Committee on 
Un-American Activities, we find the following in its reports of 1947 
and 1948, that the organization: 

Works closely with the International Labor Defense, legal arm of the Com- 
munist Party, in defense of foreign-born Communists and sympathizers. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a woman named Helen Cole? 

Mr. Cotuins. What is the name again? 

Mr. Morris. Helen Cole. 

Mr. Cotuins. Cole? 

Mr. Morris. C-o-l-e. 

Mr. Cotiiys. Not to the best of my knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. Could I refresh your recollection and ask you if you 
wrote, on January 10, 1940, a letter to Miss Helen Cole, Descendants 
of American Revolution, Murray Hill Hotel, 40th Street and Park 
Avenue, New York City, from an address 3116 Rodman Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Coutins. Maybe I did. I have forgotten about it; I never knew 
her well, anyway. 

Mr. Morrts. Mr. Collins, in the course of your Government employ- 
ment, did you ever take an oath that you did not belong—that you were 
not a member of an organization that advocated the overthrow of the 
Government by force and violence? 

Mr. Cotitns. I may well have. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, I wonder if you would come forward, 
please. I want to show you an affirmation, what purports to be—Mr. 
Collins, is that your signature [indicating]? I show you what pur- 
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ports to be an application, what purports to be a-Government record 
with your signature on it. It says here, question No. 17: 

Do you advocate or have you ever advocated, or are you now or have you ever 
been a member of, any organization that advocates the overthrow of the Goy- 
ernment of the United States by force and violence? 

You will notice that is December 23, 1942. Were you at that time a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Cottrns. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 

Mr. Morris. I have one more here. Is that your signature, Mr. 
Collins [indicating] ? 

Mr. Cotxins. It looks so. 

Mr. Morris. You will notice that it is dated the 1st day of Decem- 
ber 1938. I wonder if you will read the oath of office there that you 
signed ? 

Mr. Corrtns. May I consult counsel? 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Morris. I would like you to read it into the record. If you don’t 
want to do it, I will do it. 

I, Henry H. Collins, Jr., solemnly swear or affirm that I will support and defend 
the Constitution of the United States against all enemies foreign or domestic; 
that I will bear true faith and allegiance to the same; that I take this obligation 
freely without any mental reservation or purpose of evasion; that I will well 
and faithfully discharge the duties of the office in which I am about to enter, 
so help me God. 

Sioned by Henry H. Collins, the 1st day of December 1938. 

Were you at that time a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Corrs. I decline to answer on the grounds previously given. 

Mr. Chairman, I should like to state for the record that when I took 
that oath it was perfectly true, and the previous statement was per- 
fectly true, that he just put into the record. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Couurns. And I still so believe. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Mandel has some records, Govern- 
ment records, 1 on passports and 1 on job descriptions in connection 
with this particular witness. I would like him to read them into the 
record at thistime. It takes about 10 minutes. 

The Carman. Proceed, Mr. Mandel. 

Mr. Manvexr. According to the records of the Passport Division 
of the State Department, Henry Hill Collins, Jr., was issued a special 
passport No. 11941 on October 2, 1946, for travel to Brazil, Paraguay, 
Argentina, and Uruguay. Special passport issued because he was 
going with Intergovernmental Committee on Refugees, and quoting 
the statement on the passport it says: 

Collins is proceeding abroad on important national business for the Inter- 
governmental Committee on Refugees. 

There is an earlier application for passport about 1933. He traveled 
on numerous short trips and served overseas in the Army 2 years—in 
the United Kingdom, France, and Germany—but never resided abroad. 
Witness to passport application: Doryce M. Dwyer, 719 Timberbranch 
Drive, Lanham Md. 

Passport No. 33526, issued June 14, 1933, for travel to Germany, 
Russia, Poland, Czechoslovakia, France. Passport No. 78046, issued 
June 12, 1929, for travel to England, France, Germany. Passport 
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No. 248807, issued June 15, 1926, for travel to Germany, Austria, 
Balkan States, Italy, Switzerland, and France. Passport No. 292950, 
issued May 22, 1923, for travel to Great Britain, France, Ireland, 
Belgium, Holland, and Germany. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in the interest of time, may we just 
put all these job descriptions taken from official records into the record, 
the formal record, at this time instead of having them actually read in? 

The Cuarmman. They may be put into the record and made a part 
of the record. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Collins, if you would like to see these formal job 
descriptions which purport to be your own job descriptions in the ofli- 
cial records, before they go into the record, you will have the right 
to see them and make any comment on them in the event something 
is put in there which you do not think should be put into the record. 

Mr. Cotirs. Let me look at them. 

Mr. Morris. Will you come up here, Mr. Collins, please. 

You will see that these purport to be your own job descriptions over 
your own signature. 

Mr. Couzins. Yes. 

The CHatrMan. They may be introduced into the record and made 
a part of the record and properly marked as exhibits. 
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(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 2, 3, 4, 5, 
6, 7, 8,” respectively and appear as follows:) 


EXHIBIT 2: 
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INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 
Bxursit 4 


UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT 
NT EOE AGRICULTURE 
SOIL SERVICE 


June 19, 1925 


MEMORANDUM FOR DR, W. W. STOCKBERGER 


Director of Personnel 


Dear Dr, Stockberger: 


I am transnitting herewith appointment papers of Mr. Henry 
Collins, Mr. Collins’ appointment is being requested on the EO 
basis pending allocation of the position by the Civil Service 
Commission, because of an emergency requiring immediate assistance 
for Mr. Charles Collier, who is now acting as Chief of Operations, 


Mr. Gollier has been attempting to carry both his regalar 
Gaties and the duties of the Chief of Operations, and with the 
large additicnal amount of work involved in the handling of the 
new work progrem can not possibly function without assistance, 
In particular, it is immediately necessary for Mr. Collier te 
have somecns assist hin in the handling of the details ef ree 
lations with the Works Progress Administration and in ether 
important matters, 


Mr. Collins was originally referred to us by Mr. Fred 
Bartlett of Br. fagwell's office, who is exceedingly enxicus that 
seescne be appointed immediately who can handle the work in con= 
noction with the Works Pregrese Administration, He suggests that 
you refer this matter to him if there is any question as to the 
urgency in this particular caso, Mr. Collins has been informed that 
the positien will shortly be reclassified and that under the Civil 
Service procedure we will recommend him for Grade CAF 11 at a salary 
of $3800 per ammun, ani that of course there is always a chance that 
the Civil Service Commission will reduce the grade to below that 
recemmended by the Buress. 


Very sincerely yours, 


Vis 
je 


Caief. 
ae 
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ExHIsit 5 
Dept.Form 41 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE } 
(Eases or: A oo) -—) 
WASHINGTON, D. C. Li 4 CG 8 st 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE SECRETARY Date: 


ACTION REQUESTED: Appointment 
STATE: Pennsylvania 


NAME: Henry Hs Collins, Jre DATE OF BIRTH: April 7, 1906 
DESIGNATION: Special Assistant CLASSIFICATION: R013 
SALARY: $ 4000 per anna less deductions of $ for 
APPROPRIATION: 
COOPERATIVE EMPLOYMENT: None 

pith LESS, NAME AND SALARY 
DATE EFFECTIVE: OF PREDECESSOR: Wew position 
PERIOD: Until June SO, 1935 HEADQUARTERS: Washington, De Os 
TO REPORT IN: cbt 


REASONS {Including statement of education, training, and experience for appointment, 

reinstatement, transfer, etc.): The appointment of Mre Collins 4s recommended 
fin order to provide an assistant who will relieve the Assistant to the Chief of 
many pressing, important, technical end administrative matters. 

Mr. Collins will assist the Assistant to the Chief in handling major end ree 
spensible technical and administrative matters and in partisular will ast as 
laison officer between the Soi] Conservation Serviee, the Office of the Secretary 
end the Works Progress Administration. 

Mr. Collins completed gresmar and high schools, received hic A. B, degree from 
Princeton University in 1926, and his A. M. Degree from Harvard University in 1937. 
From 1928 to 1933, he was employed by the A. HM. Collins Manmfacturing Company of 
Philadelphia as production manager and secretary-treasurer at salaries ranging 
from $2600 to $4200 per annum, ‘Sinoo Movember 1933, he has been employed by thx 
National Recovery Administration om the Labor Advisory Board as Code Advisor end 
Associate Eacnomist, at a salary of $4000 per amum. 


=) ‘ 
Seeger nya 


) 


5 


C. S. Cert. No. dated: 
C. S. Authority dated; 
Classif. Sheet, dated: 
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EXHIBIT 6 
Dept.Form4i 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURS 
SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 
(Bureau or ) 
ow 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 1568 3-8 
ty|/ 
RECOMMENDATION TO THE SECRETARY Date: 
ACTION REQUESTED: Change in Designation and Grade, 
jereenddereianginet GBs STATE: Pennsylvania 
NAME: Henry He Collins, Jre DATE OF BIRTH: April 7, 1905 
aa Special Assistant CLASSIFICATION: Fr: E0-13 ~~ 
DESIGNATION: 1 Genter Soil Conservationist 2 J To: Pe& CAF-I 


: die TAT 
SALARY: 214000 per ess deductions of $ = Spear ae 
Towtoeo_ 


APPROPRIATION: 


eoestisesiron see av! 


COOPERATIVE EMPLOYMENT: None 


a NAME AND SALARY Wew Position 
DATE EFFECTIVE: FLA RC Perea OF PREDECESSOR: Sheet Noe 894 
PERIOD: For duration of the work, HEADQUARTERS: Washington, De Co 


but not beyond June 30, 1937 
TO REPORT IN: « — = 


REASONS (Including statement of education, training, and experience for appointszent, 

reinstatement, transfer, etc.): This reoommendation for Mre Collins! change in 
status scoompanies Classification Sheet No. 894, requesting the allocation of the 
position occupied by Mre Collins as Senior Soil Conservationist (Assistant to Chief), 
Grade P=5. 

Under general administrative supervision, but with wide latitude for independent 
action, Mre Gellins serves as special assistant to the Chief in technical and administras 
tive matters; as such, acts as liaison officer for this Service with other Federal agen- 
cies including the United States Erployment Servioe, National Emergeney Council, Treasury 
Department and the Works Prozress Administration on matters whioh inolude the interpre- 
tation of regulations, their preparation in proper form for distribution to the Washing- 
ton and field offices; coordinates the Soil Conservation Servioe with the Works Progress 
Administration program; exerciees statistical control over and has prepared reports on 
the Soil Conservation Service phase of the Works Progress Administration program, and 
develops policy for utilization of relief labor under Works Progress Administration ani 
other relief programs; develops statistical control over teohnical phases of operaticns 
such as relative expense of relief labor, cost of erosion control under varying types of 
soil, slope and erosion conditions, potential yield from wild life refuges and game pre=- 
serves, etc.; cooperates with the Coordinator in the location of relief and work pro= 
jeots and the development of types and sit.es appropriate from an erosional, economis 
and labor viewpoint; advises on relief labor relations; reviews reports and materials 
related to the formulation of general policy, and makes recommendations 1 eat reports Teles 
field studies of particular problems; directs the preparation of material and 


f the B f the Budget, © io: malt £ 
oe peheres ogi 8 usted tie Bele br. pe snus ude ts ebay De oe eee. 
ditsioult Exe ems, as poe eal ses We Mii hie aoene) an re nection therewi 
S. Cert rative investigations; and pert : 5 ney 4 


anced dated; 
las SEB <S PERSON MOOD oF 


Sheet, dated: 
#994 12/11/35 Reocommeniedt 
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EXHIBIT 7 
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


WAGE AND Hour DIVISION 
WASHINGTON 


OFrFica OF THE 
ADMINISTRATOR 


October 31, 1938 


MEMORANDUM: 
TOs Mr. McEwen 
FROM: Merle D. Vincent 


SUBJECT: Mr. Henry He. Collins, Jr. 


I desire Mr. Collin's transfer from the Agri- 
culture Department and appointment as an assistant to 
Chief of Exemptions Section, at a salary of $4600 per 
annune 


Mre Collins is now a Special Assistant to the 
Chief of the Soil Conservation Service in the Departmont 
of Agrioulture. He has Civil Service rating CAF-11, salary 
$4000. 


A check up indicates Mr. Collins possesses the 
training and experience needed as an assistant in mv seation. 
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Mr. Morrts. There is just one more question I would like to ask 
Mr. Collins. Mr. Collins, did you try to bring Lawrence Duggan into 
the Communist apparatus? Did you make an effort to recruit him 
into the Communist apparatus ? 

Mr. Coturns. I decline to answer that question on the grounds pre- 
viously given. ‘The man is dead. It seems too bad to bring up dead 
people’s names. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like also to go into the record 
the references that appear on that Government record that was just 
affirmed by Mr. Collins. 

The CHarrman. They may, and become a part of the record. 

(The chairman at a subsequent hearing ordered the following 
material printed in the record at this point:) 


ExuHrsit No. 9 


HouUsE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SPECIAL COMMITTEE INVESTIGATING THE 
INTERSTATE MIGRATION OF DESTITUTE CITIZENS, 
Washington, D. C., January 38, 1941. 
Col. PuHinie B. FLEMING, 
Administrator, Wage and Hour Division, 
Department of Labor, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR COLONEL FLEMING: The 77th Congress today passed a resolution extend- 
ing the life of this committee for a period not to exceed 90 days to permit us to 
digest the materials which we received from our witnesses at the Washington 
hearings and present a final report to Congress before that time. I am enclosing 
a copy of our preliminary report just published. 

AS you may know, we are already indebted to the Wage and Hour Administra- 
tion for the services of 3 persons, 2 of Whom are members of the permanent staff 
of the Administration and the third of whom you are carrying on our behalf. 
The staff of the committee has communicated with Mr. Holland and it is agree- 
able with him that Mr. Dallas Smythe should return to his post by January 15 
instead of as of the 3d, when the life of the committee was originally expected 
to expire. 

The committee is requesting now that Mr. Henry H. Collins, Jr., who is attached 
to the hearings division of the Administration, continue to be loaned to the work 
of this committee until the final report is completed, which will not exceed a 
period of 90 days. 

Finally, we should like to ask for the extension of Mr. Lyle Cooper to the end 
of this same period; Mr. Cooper’s present appointment runs until February 6, 
so that it will not be necessary to put the extension through immediately. 

It might be preferable to acknowledge in separate letters the work performed 
for us by the members of your permanent staff, Mr. Collins and Mr. Smythe. 
Instead, I will say here that Mr. Collins’ experience in the hearings branch of 
the Administration has been of considerable assistance to us and that we consider 
the research and resulting portion of the forthcoming report written by Mr. 
Smythe to be of a high order of workmanship, as we think you will agree when 
these are published. 

May I, in closing, thank you on behalf of the committee for the favors received 
from your Administration and acknowledge the fine effect which your appearance 
at our hearings has had upon a discussion of broader coverage for agricultural 
workers under social legislation. 

With all best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
JoHN H. ToLan, Chairman. 
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ExHisit No. 10 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SPECIAL COMMITTEE To STUDY 
PROBLEMS OF AMERICAN SMALL BUSINESS, 
April 2, 1941. 
Col. PH1L1P B. FLEMING, 
Administrator, Wage and Hour Division, Department of Labor, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear CoLONEL FLEMING: As chairman of this committee I am very much inter- 
ested in obtaining the loan of Mr. Henry Collins, an employee of the Wage and 
Hour Division who, until recently, has been assigned to the Tolan committee 
investigating migratory workers. I have had several discussions with Mr. 
Collins and am greatly impressed with his knowledge of small-business prob- 
lems and related matters. He would be particularly valuable to this committee 
in the coordination of hearings which we plan to hold soon. 

As you perhaps know, the resolution establishing our committee authorizes 
us to call on the executive agencies of Government for the loan of personnel 
and material. I shall therefore appreciate it if you will give this request 
immediate consideration and advise me when you have reached a decision 
as to whether Mr. Collins can be loaned to the committee for a temporary period. 

With expressions of high esteem, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
JAMES EH. Mupray. 


ExuHrpit No. 11 


12-22-41, 


Submitted for preparation of class sheet as a new position—temporary. 

Also please prepare necessary recommendation and submit recommendation 
and class sheet to Mr. Smith. 

(This action is submitted in response to request of Dee. 13, 1941.) 


DECEMBER 20, 1941. 
PosITION CLASSIFICATION 


Collins, Henry H., Jr.. Wage and Hour Division, Hearings Branch (Detailed to 
Senate Committee To Study Problems of American Small Business). 

Approved title and grade: Principal Economist, p. 6 (120). 

Supervisor: Murray, Hon. James E., United States Senate. 


Duties and responsibilities : 

Under the general direction of the chairman of the Senate Special Committee 
To Study Problems of American Small Business, to direct the research, investi- 
gation, hearings, report writing, legislative proposal, and administrative opera- 
tions of the committee; to plan and arrange for Washington and field hearings 
on various phases of small-business problems in a war economy and activities 
of governmental agencies in connection with such problems, including investi- 
gations of contract and subcontract distribution, utilization of small plant 
facilities, possibilities of conversion of small plants for war production, protec- 
tion of markets of plants converted to war production, and any other problems 
which may arise in connection with small manufacturing or commercial busi- 
nesses as authorized by Senate Resolution 298; to direct a staff of investigators 
for the purpose of locating competent witnesses for the problems under con- 
sideration at hearings in the field; to direct a research staff in the development 
of economic data relating to the problems involved; to direct a small group in 
the arrangement and conduct of hearings; to direct the preparation of reports 
of hearings and findings; to prepare recommendations for appropriate legisla- 
tion for the solution of problems affecting small business; and to perform related 
tasks as assigned. 
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Exuisit No. 11A 
[From the El Paso Herald-Post, April 21, 1953] 


JAILED NEW MEXICAN UNION LEADER SEEKS BOND 


Mine, Mitt Group OFFictaL INDICTED IN CoMMIE INQUIRY—CLINTON E. JENCKS 
HELp AT SILVER CITY 


Labor Leader Clinton Edward Jencks, indicted yesterday in El Paso on charges 
that he lied about Communist ties, was expected to be released today from the 
Grant County, N. Mex., jail on $5,000 bond. 

Jencks is international representative of the leftwing International Union 
of Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers. 

Officials of local 890 of the union at Bayard, N. Mex., said they would provide 
the cash bond today. 

INDICTED ON TWO COUNTS 


United States Commissioner George H. Keener said at Silver City he would 
approve the $5,000 bond, which was recommended by the United States district 
attorney’s office at El Paso, pending appearance of Jencks in Federal court at 
EH] Paso. 

The Federal grand jury at El Paso indicted Jencks yesterday on two counts, 
charging violation of the Taft-Hartley Act, which requires non-Communist 
affidavits from union officials. 

Assistant United States District Attorney Holvey Williams said the indict- 
ment charges Jencks with signing an affidavit in April of 1950 falsely stating he 
was not a member of the Communist Party, and also with stating falsely he was 
not “affiliated” with the Communist Party. 


ABRESTED AT HOME 


H. G. Foster, special agent in charge of the FBI at El Paso, announced the 
arrest of the 35-year-old Jencks at the latter’s Bayard home at 6:30 p. m., 
yesterday. 

Two FBI agents took Jencks into custody as he was eating dinner with his 
wife, Virginia, and their two children. 

Jencks submitted quietly. He was taken to the Grant County jail at Silver 
City, where he spent the night. 

Soon after Jencks’ arrest, Juan Chacon, president of local 890, and other union 
officers, accompanied by the union’s attorney, David Serna, got in touch with 
Commissioner Keener, who set the bond. 

Jencks declined to make a statement until after a conference with his lawyer. 


CREATES SENSATION 


The arrest created a mild sensation in the Silver City mining district, where 
Jencks has been a controversial figure for the last 5 years. His union, the 
IUMMSW, was expelled from the CIO for being allegedly pro-Communist. 

Jencks and his wife had leading roles in the motion picture, Salt of the Earth, 
which was being filmed recently near Silver City. Jencks was a codirecter and 
the IUMMSW sponsored the film. Chacon was the leading man. 

The Mexican star of the movie, Rosauro Revueltas, was arrested by United 
States immigration authorities and charged with entering the United States 
illegally. She later returned voluntarily to Mexico without finishing the picture. 


INQUIRY SINCE 1950 


Representative Donald Jackson, of California, had denounced Salt of the Earth 
as a propaganda film, ‘“‘a new weapon for Russia.” 

It dealt with the lives of miners and their families and the union’s violent 
Empire Zine Co. strike at Hanover. 

Mr. Williams said the case against Jencks had been in preparation since 1950. 
It is 1 of 6 such cases now pending throughout the country, but no others are 
now pending in Hl Paso. 

Joseph Alderman, special assistant to the United States Attorney General, is 
in El Paso to help prosecute the case against Jencks. 


2. | Se wii ee 


' 3 9999 


MIN«, s11LL OFFICER FRAMED IN T-H CASE 


Ex Paso, Tex., April 21.—A Federal grand jury today indicted Clifford Jencks, 
international representative of the International Union of Mine, Mill, and Smelter 
Workers at Bayard, N. Mex., on frameup charges of violating the Taft-Hartley 
affidavit law. 

Jencks’ union cosponsored the film, Salt of the Earth, which reactionaries have 
vainly sought to suppress. 

United States Commissioner George H. Keener at Silver City, N. Mex., set 
bond at $5,000. Jencks was held in the Grant County jail at Silver City. 


Mr. Morris. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Jenner. All right. 

The committee will stand adjourned until further call. 
(Whereupon, at 11:50 a. m., the committee recessed subject to call.) 
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INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENTS 


TUESDAY, APRIL 14, 1953 


Unitep Srates SENATE, 
SuscoMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL SECURITY ACT AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Srecuriry Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10 a. m., in the old 
Supreme Court room, the Capitol, Senator William E. Jenner 
(chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner, Watkins, Welker, Hendrickson, and 
Smith (North Carolina). 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research; and Robert McManus, staff member. 

The Cuairman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Glasser, please take the seat there in front of the 
microphone. 

The CuairmMan. Will you stand up and be sworn to testify? Will 
you hold up your right hand? 

Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give in this hearing 
ral be the truth, the whole truth, nothing but the truth, so help you 

od? 

Mr. Guasser. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HAROLD GLASSER, GREAT NECK, N. Y., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY HIS ATTORNEY, MILTON H. FRIEDMAN, NEW YORK, 
IN: Ye 


The CuarrMan. State your name to the committee. 

Mr. Guasser. Harold Glasser. 

The Cuatrman. Where do you reside? 

Mr. Grasser. At 8 Sheffield Road, Great Neck, N. Y. 

The Cuatrman. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Guasser. I am an economist. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Mr. Guasser. I am an economist. 

The CuHatrman. Louder, please. 

What organization are you with? 

Mr. Guasser. I am with the Council of Jewish Federations and 
Welfare Funds. 

The Cuartrman. Where is that located? 

Mr. Guasser. 165 West 46th Street, New York City. 
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The CuarrMan. Let the record show that Mr. Glasser is before the 
committee with his attorney, Mr. Friedn.an. Will you give your full 
name ¢ 

Mr. Frrepman. Milton H. Friedman, 522 Fifth Avenue, New York. 

The Cuatrman. Gentlemen, please desist from taking pictures. It 
bothers the witness, lamsure. Is that right, Mr. Glasser ? 

Mr. FrrepMan. It bothers his lawyer. 

The CaarrMan. Just a moment, gentlemen. 

Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Glasser, are you now a member of the Communist 

arty ? 
: ie Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Glasser, have you graduated from the University 
of Chicago? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you graduate from the University of Chicago in 
1926? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you do your postgraduate work? 

Mr. Guasser. At the University of Chicago and at Harvard Uni- 
versity. 

Mie, Morris. When did you do your postgraduate work at the 
University of Chicago? 

Mr. Guasser. From 1926 to 1928, and then I did some graduate 
work in 1980 to 1931, at the University of Chicago. 

Mr. Morris. Where did you go after your postgraduate work? 

Mr. Guasser. I was a fellow at the Brookings Institution, Wash- 
ington, D. C., from 1931 to 1932. 

Mr. Morrts. You were a fellow, a research fellow ? 

Mr. Guasser. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. At Brookings Institution in 1930 to 1932? 

Mr. Guasser. 1931 to 1932. 

Mr. Morris. 1931 to 19382? 

Mr. Grasser. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do after you left the Brookings Institu- 
tion in 1932? 

Mr. Guasser. I returned to Chicago. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do in Chicago at that time? 

Mr. Guasser. I did odd jobs; but I was unemployed for a part of 
the period until the fall of 1933. 

Mr. Morrts. What did you do then? 

Mr. Guasser. Then I entered the People’s Junior College in Chicago. 

Mr. Morris. When you say you entered the People’s Junior College, 
what do you mean? 

Mr. Guasser. Asa faculty member, later on as dean. 

Mr. Morris. When did you become dean of the People’s Junior 
College in Chicago ? 

Mr. Guasser. Probably at the beginning, in 1934. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you remain dean of the People’s Junior 
College in Chicago? 

Mr. Guasser. Until the autumn of 1935. 

Peet tose At that time did you know a man named Solomon 
er! 
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Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Adler was with you at the People’s Junior College, 
was he not, in Chicago? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Adler lived with you in Chicago at that time, did he 
not ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Solomon Adler, according to testimony 
before the Internal Security Subcommittee was a Treasury Depart- 
ment official during the war, and during the postwar period was the 
Treasury attaché in China. He was a high-ranking member of the 
Treasury Department. 

We have two witnesses before the committee who have testified that 
Solomon Adler was a Communist. Our information shows that Mr. 
Adler was associated with this witness in Chicago at the time when ke 
was on the faculty of the People’s Junior College. It was in connec- 
tion with trying to get information from the witnesses on that score 
that the preceding questions here were asked. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first take up your Federal employment, 
Mr. Glasser. 

Mr. Guasser. In the summer of 1935. 

Mr. Morris. What was the first job in that? 

Mr. Guasser. The first job was with the Works Progress Adminis- 
tration. . 

Mr. Morris. Where was that ? 

Mr. Guasser. Of Illinois. 

Mr. Morris. In Illinois? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Was that WPA ? 

Mr. Guasser. WPA. 

Mr. Morris. Were there any prearrangements to your obtaining that 
position ? 

Mr. Guasser. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You just walked in and got the job? 

Mr. Guasser. That is right, sir. 

_ Mr. Morris. How long were you with the Works Progress Admin- 
istration ? 

Mr. Guasser. Until May 1936. 

Mr. Morris. While you were in Illinois? 

Mr. GuassEr. No, when I was transferred to a Department of Agri- 
culture Works Progress in Minneapolis, Works Progress A dministra- 
tion project in Minneapolis. 

Mr. Morris. Will you explain, Mr. Glasser, how it is that a Works 
Progress Administration project should be connected with the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture ? 

Mr. Guasser. At that time, WPA projects were administered by 
other departments of the Government and the Department of Agricul- 
ture had this project which was called the consumers purchases project, 
a study of consumers purchases. It was utilizing WPA funds, but 
administered by the Department of Agriculture. 
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Mr. Morris. Were there any prearrangements to your being assigned 
to the Agriculture Department ? 

Mr. Grassrr. None that I know of, sir. None that I remember, sir. 

Mr. Morris. None that you remember? What was your next Gov- 
ernment assignment after the Works Progress Administration assign- 
ment ? 

Mr. Guassrr. I went to the Treasury in Washington in November or 
December of 1936. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us whether there were any prearrange- 
ments made in connection with your obtaining that employment ? 

Mr. Guasser. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. There were no prearrangements ? 

Mr. Guasser. No, sir. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you consult with Solomon Adler at all in connec- 
tion with your obtaining your Treasury employment? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Smirua. How did you get the job in the Treasury Depart- 
ment if there was no prearrangement at all for you to get it ? 

Mr. Guasser. I received a letter asking me to come to Washington 
for consultation. 

Senator Smiru. Who wrote that letter? 

Mr. Guasser. It was signed, I believe, by the administrative assistant 
to the Division of Research and Statistics. 

Senator Smiru. Who was that administrative assistant ? 

Mr. Guasser. I believe the letter was signed by Miss Michener. 

Senator SmirH. Miss Michener? 

Mr. Guasser. Miss Michener. 

Senator SmirrH. Had you known Miss Michener before ? 

Mr. Guassrr. No, sir. 

Senator Smirn. How did she know about you? 

Mr. Guasser. I don’t know, sir. 

Senator SmirH. Did you go to see her after receiving that letter? 

Mr. Guasser. I don’t believe I did go to see her. 

Senator SmirH. Who did you go to see? 

Mr. Guassrr. The Director of the Division of Research and 
Statistics. 

Senator Smiru. How did you know to go to see that particular 
individual ? 

Mr. Guasser. I am inclined to think that the letter told me to go. 

Senator Smiru. Do you have the letter now ? 

Mr. GuasseEr. No, sir. 

Senator Sarria. Do you remember the name of the man you went 
to see ? 

Mr. Grasser. Mr. George C. Haas. 

Senator Samira. Where was his office located ? 

Mr. Guasser. In the Treasury Department in Washington. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Glasser, was it your testimony you have no knowl- 
edge of anyone giving you any assistance in your obtaining that 
Treasury appointment ? 

The Coes, You may consult your counsel, if you wish. 

(Witness consults his counsel.) 

Mr. Guasser. That is correct, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. You have no knowledge that anyone assisted you in 
getting that job? 

Mr. Guasser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Smiru. May I ask a question ¢ 

The CHairMan. Senator Smith. 

Senator Smirn. Was Mr. Adler working in the Treasury Depart- 
ment at that time ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer on the ground that it may tend 
to mcriminate me. . 

Senator Smiru. Don’t you know whether Mr. Adler, your roommate 
and friend, was working in the Treasury at that time? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to 
incriminate me. 

Senator SmiryH. Do you say now that Mr. Adler had nothing to do 
with your securing employment in the Treasury Department ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Smiru. Why do you think it would incriminate you to have 
acquaintanceship with Mr. Adler ? 

Mr. Guasser. Excuse me, sir. 

The CuHarrman. You may consult your counsel. 

(Witness consults his counsel.) 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir. 

Senator Smirxn. Was that because you knew Mr. Adler was a Com- 
munist at that time? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Smira. What other reason could there be for the fact that 
you believe your answer might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Smrru. Was he known at that time as a criminal? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Smiru. Had he engaged at that time in any activity that 
might classify him as a criminal that would cause you to feel that 
your acquaintanceship with him would amount to such information 
as would tend to incriminate you, if you told about it? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

tie Morris. What was the nature of your first assignment in Treas- 
ury 

Mr. Guasser. My first assignment, as I recall—my memory is some- 
what vague on that—was in connection with tariffs, customs matters, 
and questions involving foreign trade. I believe I began with those 
problems in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you have that particular assignment? 

Mr. Guasser. I worked in the Department until the summer of 
1940, when I received my first foreign assignment. 

Mr. Morris. When you received your first what? 

Mr. Guassrr. Foreign assignment. 

Mr. Morris. What was your first foreign assignment in 1940? 

Mr. Guasser. I was financial adviser to the Ministry of Finance of 
the Government of Ecuador. 
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Mr. Morris. Did you go to Ecuador? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the circumstances surrounding your 
getting that particular assignment ? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. You mean you won't tell this committee the arrange- 
ments made by the Treasury Department that caused you to get an 
assignment as the financial adviser to the Government of Ecuador, for 
the Treasury Department? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHatrman. Who was your immediate superior ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to in- 
criminate me. 

The CuHatrman. Who was Secretary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. Guasser. Secretary Morgenthau. 

Mr. Morris. Who was the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. Guasser. In what year, sir. 

Mr. Morris. At the time, in 1940. 

Mr. Guasser. I believe there was a change somewhat before that 
and perhaps during that period Wayne Chatfield Taylor was Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Treasury in charge of foreign matters. I am not 
clear now whether Wayne Chatfield Taylor left before or after I 
went to Ecuador. I don’t recall at the moment the name of his suc- 
cessor. 

Senator Smirn. Did you know Mr. Morgenthau, personally ? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smiru. Was that the way you got your first contact with 
the Treasury Department, then? 

Mr. Guasser. I am sorry, sir; I don’t understand your question. 

Senator Smiru. Your acquaintanceship with Morgenthau was the 
contact by which you first went in the Treasury, was it? 

Mr. Guasser. Oh, no; I did not know the Secretary before I went 
in. 

Senator SmitH. I thought you said you did know him. 

Mr. Guasser. No, I know him now, but not before. 

Mr. Morrts. What assignment did Harry Dexter White have at 
that time? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to in- 
criminate me. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell us what position Harry Dexter White, 
who subsequently became Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, had 
at that time ? 

The CHatrmMan. You may consult your counsel. 

(Witness consults his counsel.) 

Mr. Guasser. Repeat the question, please. 

Mr. Morris. I am asking you from your formal knowledge of the 
Department, not from any personal relationship on your part, what 
position did Harry Dexter White have at that time in 1940? 

Mr. Guasser. At that time he was Director of the Division of Mone- 
tary Research in the Treasury. 

Mr. Morris. In the same framework, namely as a formal arrange- 
ment, what position did Solomon Adler have, what formal position 


INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 59 


he might have in the Department, not based on what knowledge, if 
any, you may have had on him. 

Mr. Guasser. Iam not toosure. He wasaneconomist. What grade, 
I don’t know. 

(Witness consults his attorney.) 

Mr. Morris. Was Frank Coe in the Treasury Department at that 
time? Again, formal knowledge. 

Mr. Guasser. Again, what time? 

Mr. Morris. 1940. 

Mr. Guasser. He was not, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did Harry Dexter White have any part in having you 
become assigned as a foreign financial adviser to the Ecuadorian Gov- 
ernment ? 

Mr. Guasser. I am afraid I must refuse to answer that on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did Solomon Adler have anything to do with that 
assignment ? 

Mr. Gasser. I must refuse to answer on the ground it may tend 
to incriminate me. 

The Cuarman. You knew Harry Dexter White, didn’t you? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Smirn. Was your mission to Ecuador the sort that was sup- 
posed to be subversive to the interests of the United States? 

Mr. Guasser. May I consult my attorney ? 

The CuairmaAn. You may. 

(Witness consults his attorney.) 

Mr. Guasser. Please repeat the question. 

Senator Smiru. You have refused to say whether or not you knew 
these men in the Treasury Department. As I understand you, you 
refuse to say whether you knew him; is that right? I asked was your 
mission to Ecuador—were your activities such as to constitute sub- 
versive activities against the United States of America, if that is the 
reason you hesitate to say that you knew these men ? 

Mr. Guasser. I am afraid I am getting a little confused, sir. 

Senator Smrru. I will state it again. 

The Cuarrman. You may consult your counsel. 

Mr. Frrepman. I think the Senator wants to repeat the question. 

Senator Smrru. As I understand, you refused to say whether or not 

ou knew Harry Dexter White and other officials in the Treasury 
epartment. Now, did you go to Ecuador on a mission directed by 
any of those men ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer the question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Smirn. Is the reason you refuse to answer for fear it may 
tend to incriminate you, that you were really on a mission that con- 
stituted subversive activities against the United States of America? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr Morris. What was your next assignment? How long did that 
ast ¢ 

Mr. Guasser. That lasted 2 years, a little over. 

Mr. Morris. While in Ecuador, did you ever meet with any Ecua- 
dorian Communists? 
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Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer on the ground it may tend to incrim- 
inate me. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment in the Treasury ? 

Mr. Guassrer. My next foreign assignment was in January 1948, 
when I went to North Africa. 

Mr. uve Will you describe that assignment to the committee, 

lease ? 
Mr. Guasser. I was the Treasury representative and Chief of the 
Financial Control Division of the North African Economic Board. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist at that time? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Henprickson. May I ask the witness where he was located 
in North Africa? 

Mr. Gasser. Algiers. 

Senator Henprickson. Algiers? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes. 

_ Senator Henprickson. How long were you there? 

Mr. Guasser. I believe from about January 30 to September—I am 
not clear as to the exact date. It was roughly 8 months I was there. 

Senator Henprickson. Were you attached to what they call the 
Allied Commission there? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes. It wasn’t called the Allied Commission. It was 
the North African Economic Board; that was attached to the Military 
Establishment. 

Senator Henpricxkson. All right. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. How long were you on that North African assignment, 
Mr. Glasser? 

Mr. Guassrr. Eight months. 

Mr. Morris. That was in the year 1942? 

Mr. Guasser. 1943. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment in the Treasury, Mr. 
Glasser ? 

Mr. Guassrer. I returned and resumed my duties at the desk in 
Washington. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what those duties were? 

Mr. Guasser. They were to advise the Secretary of the Treasury on 
foreign financial and economic matters that came before the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. Morris. You were adviser to the Secretary of the Treasury on 
financial matters ? 

Mr. Guasser. My division was to advise the Secretary. I was a 
staff member to work on these problems for the guidance of the 
Treasury Department, or the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. Morris. Who was the Secretary of the Treasury at that time? 

Mr. Guasser. Secretary Morgenthau. 

Mr. Morris. Who was his assistant ? 

Mr. Guasser. I-—— 

Mr. Morrts. This is your formal knowledge of the Department, 
nothing from your personal knowledge. 

Mr. Guasser. He had a number of assistants, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us who they were, in the chain of your 
command ? 
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Mr. Gasser. What year? 

Mr. Morris. At this time, when you returned from North Africa 
in 1943. I want the chain of command in the Treasury Department 
that led down to your position as a staff adviser. 

Mr. Guasser. In 1948. 

Mr. Morris. And subsequent. 

Mr. Guasser. The Under Secretary of the Treasury, as I recall, 
was Daniel Bell. 

Mr. Morris. Yes? 

Mr. Glasser, in line under him, who was it, in the line of your 
command? 

Mr. Guasser. Well, there is a peripheral relationship of the Gen- 
eral Counsel’s Office who also handled the legal aspects of the work 
that we had at the time. I have forgotten who was General Counsel 
at that time. 

Mr. Morris. Was Frank Coe in the Department at this time, in 
1943 ¢ 

Mr. Guassrr. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. He was not ? 

Mr. Guasser. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Morris. When did he come to the Department? I am asking 
for your knowledge of the Treasury. 

Mr. Gasser. I believe he came in sometime in 1944 or 1945. 

Mr. Morrts. I didn’t hear that. 

Mr. Guasser. I am not sure of the time—1944 or 1945. 

Mr. Morris. By 1946 he was your division head, was he not? 

Mr. Guassrer. He was Director of the Division of the Monetary 
Research. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you ever associate with Frank Coe? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Glasser, in 1944 you were identified with the 
Monetary Research Division of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment ? 

Mr. Guasser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Wetxker. Did you take an oath, a personal affidavit, on 
the 8th day of January 1944, wherein you solemnly—TI shall read it: 

I, Harold Glasser, do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I am a citizen of the 
United States, that I do not and will not advocate the overthrow of the United 
States by force or violence, and that I am not a member of any organization 
and will not become a member of any organization that advocates the overthrow 
of the Government of the United States by force or violence, and that I do not 
and will not advocate, nor am I a member of any political party or organization 
which advocates the overthrow of our constitutional form of government in the 
United States, nor will I become a member of such organization. I further 
solemnly swear (or affirm) that I am not an alien, nor a Communist, Dor a 
member of any Nazi Bund organization, that I will not become a Communist, 
or a member of any Nazi Bund organization during such time as I am an 
employee of the Federal Government. 

That is signed Harold Glasser, “subscribed and sworn to before 
me at Washington, D. C., this 8th day of January 1944,” before P. K. 
Smith, designated to administer oath, section 206, Independent Of- 
fices Appropriation Act of 1944. 
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petatan We txer. Mr. Glasser, did you take and swear to that 
oath ¢ 

Mr. Guasser. Excuse me. 

The CHarrman. You may consult your counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Haaser, will you show the signature which Sen- 
ator Welker just read to the witness, please ? 

The Cuairman. Is that your signature, Mr. Glasser ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatmrman. You refuse to answer whether or not that is your 
signature ? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir; I refuse to answer that question. 

The CuHatrman. You know your own signature when you see it; 
do you not? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Weiker. Did you ever know a man by the name of P. K. 
Smith, the man who swore you to that oath ? 

Mr. Guassrer. Were his initials “P. K.”? 

Mr. Morris. P. K. Smith, designated to administer oath. 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Wreikrer. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
the 8th day of January 1944, when you were administered that oath, 
when you took that oath? Ishould say when you took the oath were 
you a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Werxer. You want to deny that you ever took an oath 
such as that; do you? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Wreixer. As a matter of fact, at the time you were admin- 
istered that oath, you were a member of the Communist Party? 
When you took that oath you were already a member of the Commu- 
nist Party and notwithstanding that fact, you swore to that affidavit 
and oath? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Smirn. May I ask again? Did I understand the witness 
to say that admitting his own signature would be evidence tending 
to incriminate him? 

The CuarrMan. That was his statement. 

Senator Smirn. Is that right, Mr. Glasser ? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Senator Smrru. That you refuse to identify your own signature 
to an oath because to do so would tend to incriminate you? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer the question on the grounds it would 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator SmrrH. On the ground it would tend to incriminate you? 

The CHarrmMan. I believe the witness is within the fifth amendment, 
because if he admits that is his oath, he admits he lied when he took it. 
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Mr. Morris. Will you continue to describe to us the nature of your 
duties in the Treasury Department when you returned from your 
North African assignment in 1943? 

Mr. Grasser. I continued with the regular work in the Department, 
but I believe I had the assignment then of working with the UNRRA. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about your work with UNRRA#? 

Mr. Guassrr. I was the financial expert in the United States Gov- 
ernment as a governmental member of the UNRRA—as the member 
of the UNRRA Council. 

Mr. Morris. You were the financial expert in the United States 
delegation in the formulation of UNRRA? 

Mr. Guasser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, how long did you act in that capacity ? 

Mr. Grasser. Well, that was intermittent, whenever there was a 
meeting of the UNRRA Council, or occasionally when there were 
committee meetings of the Council, and it stretched really throughout 
the whole life of UNRRA. Whenever the occasions called for it I 
worked on the UNRRA problem. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist at that time? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know David Weintraub in connection with 
that assignment? 

Mr. Grassrr. I refuse to answer this question, sir, on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. How long—you say that was a continuing assignment, 
your assignment with UNRRA? 

Mr. Guassrr. It was continuous and intermittent. Whenever a 
problem arose or a meeting arose or was held, I usually attended 
that particular session. 

Senator Warxrns. May I ask who was the head of the UNRRA 
mission at that time? 

Mr. Guasser. There were two heads. One was now Senator 
Lehman, and he was replaced by Mayor LaGuardia. 

Senator Warkrins. Were you serving at any time while Senator 
Lehman, then Governor Lehman, was the head of the mission ? 

Mr. Guasser. I was always responsible only to the United States 
Government. 

Senator Warxins. I understand, but was he in charge of the mission 
when you served the mission ? 

Mr. GuasseEr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did you have anything to do with the recommen- 
dations of the amounts of money that this country should put into 
UNRRA, in your official capacity ? 

Mr. Guasser. Very little, I would say. 

Senator Warkins. How much? 

Mr. Grasser. Well, I was one of a group of people who discussed 
and arrived at certain recommendations that were passed on to the 
higher echelons in the Government ? 

Senator Warrins. Who were in the group? 

Mr. Guasser. In the Government group? 

Senator Warkrins. In this group that you said made this recom- 
mendation and took part in this discussion ? 
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Mr. Guasser. Well, I would probably have to name a long list of 
Government oflicials at the time. 

Senator Warktins. Let’shear them. We have time enough to listen. 

Mr. Guasser. Well, the man in the State Department who had 
the top governmental responsibility below the Secretary level was then 
Assistant Secretary, I believe, Dean Acheson. 

Senator Warkins. Who? 

Mr. Guasser. Dean Acheson. Anda large number of officials of the 
State Department would participate whenever their special interests 
were involved. And other administrations would have officials there. 
Tt really would be straining my memory, I think. 

Senator Warkins. You said there were a long list of them, and you 
have only named one. That isn’t a very long list. 

Mr. Guassrr. I would have to look at a Congressional Directory, I 
am afraid, to refresh my memory as to the names. I remember Mr. 
Acheson because he was in charge. 

Senator Warkrns. Was Harry Dexter White a member of it? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrman. Who was your immediate superior in this group? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. Did you have conferences with Dean Acheson? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

The CuHartrman. Did you know him? 

Mr. Gasser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How many conferences did you have with Dean 
Acheson ? 

Mr. Guasser. I couldn’t calculate the number, but I don’t believe 
they were ever alone with Dean Acheson. I had conferences as a 
member of a group. 

The Cuatrman. Was Alger Hiss ever present when you had a con- 
ference ? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. You knew Alger Hiss? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuatrman. He was in the State Department at this time; was 
he not? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the nature of the advice you gave Dean 
Acheson ? 

Mr. Guasser. Well, it would be literally impossible, I think, for 
me to. 

Mr. Morris. Give us a general description. You were general 
financial adviser; were you not? | 

Mr. Guasser. That is right, sir. I would advise on questions of 
how to handle bloc currencies, how to—the accounting system that 
UNRRA had, the presentation of statistics, et cetera. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that 
time? 
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Mr. Gasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you confer with any Communists im connection 
with the advice you gave Dean Acheson at that time? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Glasser, will you tell us what your next foreign 
assignment was after you returned from north Africa ? 

Senator WarTxins. May I ask a question on that point? 

Senator WeLker. Will you speak up, Mr. Glasser ? 

Mr. Guasser. Is there some trouble with the microphone? 

Senator Wetker. I do not think that helps. 

Senator Warxrns. As I understand, you were in a group whose 
duty it was to make recommendations and give advice with respect to 
this UNRRA program. Do you know whether or not your recom- 
mendations or your advice was followed by the head of this mission 
or those responsible for the conduct of the mission ? 

Mr. Guasser. Well, I assume that whatever advice I gave was 
always tempered and reconciled with the advice given by all the 
others, and it is almost impossible to select or narrow out the con- 
tribution of any one person in making these staff decisions. And all 
these decisions were staff decisions as far as I can recall. 

Senator Warxins. That is not the answer to my question. Do you 
know whether or not the advice that you gave was actually followed ? 

Mr. Guasser. I assume, sir, that I made a contribution to the de- 
cisions that were made. 

Senator Warkins. Well, do you know or do you not know, whether 
or not they followed your advice? 

Mr. Guasser. I am sorry, sir, I want to cooperate in answering that 
question. But I find it impossible to give a straightforward answer in 
terms that you set. I cannot recall any particular idea that I had 
that was purely mine that went through and was adopted in the final 
decision. Any ideas that I would come into a meeting with were 
always tempered by the ideas and the discussion of the others, or else 
there would be no point in my going to the meeting. 

Senator Warxins. They were not tempered before you gave the 
ideas or made the statement or gave the advice, were they? 

Mr. Guasser. I am sorry; I don’t know. . 

Senator Warkrns. I say they were not tempered before you gave 
them? You gave them as your own, and whatever they decided to do, 
of course, is another matter. But when you gave your ideas they 
were your own, and were not tempered before you gave them to the 
sroup ¢ 
; Me Guassrr. I would say, in general, I attempted to represent, in 
giving ideas in my work—I intended to represent the general policies 
of the Treasury Department. The Treasury Department had, did 
have, and probably still has, and always will have, certain lines of 
policy that guide the officials in their work, and the ideas that I might 
have had were Treasury policy. I tried throughout my official life 
to follow the Treasury’s policy at all times. 

Senator Warkins. Did this group follow Treasury policies in carry- 
ing out this UNRRA program, in making disposition of the mate- 
rials, of the goods, the wares, and foodstuffs and whatever was given 
to other nations under this program ? 
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Mr. Guasser. Well, the Treasury was only one department that 
participated. 

Senator Warxrns You can answer that. Did they or did they not 
go contrary to the Treasury policy ? 

Mr. Guasser. In the distribution of UNRRA supplies? 

Senator Warktins. Yes. 

Mr. Grasser. We were very disturbed at the way UNRRA was 
handling the supplies; yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. They did not follow your advice, then ? 

Mr. Guasser. They didn’t act as the Treasury Department would 
like for it. © 

Senator Warxrns. What disturbed you about the way they han- 
dled the program ? 

Mr. Guasser. Well, there was in UNRRA an auditing firm—I have 
forgotten the 

Senator Watkins. A what? 

Mr. Guasser. An auditing firm. It was a British firm, I believe. 
This auditing firm submitted very critical reports of the way UNRRA 
was accounting for the shipment of supplies to these foreign coun- 
tries, and there were, during this period, continuous reorganizations 
of the accounting setup in UNRRA, and of the procedures. I think 
by the time the program got under way the auditors were satisfied 
with the procedures, but Iam not too clear on that. + 

Senator Warxins. Was it contrary to the Treasury program to 
have most of these goods and wares, and other things they contributed 
to the nations, go to the so-called Communist bloc of nations? 

Mr. Grasser. Well, on those political questions, I am sure the State 
Department had the dominant voice, if not the sole voice. The Treas- 
ury Department usually restricted itself in its policies to the financial 
matters, at my level of operations in any case, and our principal re- 
sponsibility was financial and not the political questions of the man- 
agement of UNRRA. 

Senator Warxins. What particular responsibility did you have, to 
be specific about the matter ? 

Mr. Guasser. Well, we had, I suppose, the most important func- 
tion which the Treasury Department, in my office, administered of 
UNRRA 

Senator Warkrns. Did what? I cannot hear you. 

Mr. Gasser. I say, the one point, as I remember now, which we 
had a predominant voice in the administration was the provision of 
articles of agreement on ability to pay. One of the requirements 
of countries receiving economic assistance from UNRRA was that it 
be unable to pay. It was written in technical language. And it 
would receive UNRRA supplies only if it was judged by a committee 
as being unable to pay. 

Senator Warxkins. Did the Treasury Department have any respon- 
sibility in determining which nation was able to pay ? 

Mr. Guasser. It had an influence in that decision; yes, sir. 

Senator Warkrtns. You say “It had an influence.” Did it have 
any responsibility? Was it the duty of the Treasury Department to 
help determine which nations could pay and which could not pay? 

Mr. Gasser. I believe the responsibility of the Treasury Depart- 
ment was to gather the statistics and information on which the United 
States member would make his decision. 
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Senator WarTxtns. And then advise the Commission which ones 
could pay and which ones couldn’t, is that right ? 

Mr. Guasser. Well, they would participate. After the United 
States member made up his mind and reached a decision, then they 
would meet with representatives of the other governments and they 
would make a collective judgment. 

Senator Watkins. Now, as a matter of fact, did the Treasury De- 
partment ever determine whether or not Russia could pay for the 
materials and the goods and the help which was given to Russia 
under that program ¢ 

Mr. Guassrer. Excuse me, sir; may I consult ? 

The Cuairman. You may consult your counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Warxins. What was the answer ? 

Mr. Guasser. I am sorry; I must refuse to answer that question 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Warkins. You think a truthful answer to that might in- 
criminate you? 

Mr. Guasser. I believe, sir, that I must refuse to answer that ques- 
tion. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Glasser, will you continue to tell us what assign- 
ments you have had in the Treasury Department now? I think we 
had reached 1944. 

Mr. Gasser. In 1944 my foreign assignment was to Italy, to make 
a study and develop a program for fighting inflation in the civilian 
liberated areas of Italy. 

ee Morris. Did you meet with any Italian Communists at that 
time ? 

Mr. Gasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator WeLker. Were you a member of the Communist Party at 
that time? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Henpricxson. Did you perform any services at that time 
that might have incriminated you? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what your next assignment was in the 
Government, Mr. Glasser? That is, in the Treasury Department. 

Mr. Guasser. Nineteen 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, are we still in Italy ? 

The CHarman. Not now. 

Senator Hrnpricxson. I would like to ask a couple of questions, be- 
cause it so happened I was with the Allied military government with 
the Fifth Army, and we had much difficulty with the Allied Com- 
mission. I understand the witness, who was in headquarters of the 
Allied Commission, was attached to the Allied Commission. Is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Who was your immediate commander? 
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Mr. Guasser. Well, I believe the head of military government at 
the 

Senator Hrenprickson. I am talking about the Allied Commission 
now, not military government. Military government operated out 
in the field. 

Mr. Guasser. Wasn’t General McFarland, the Englishman, the 
head of the Allied Commission ? 

Senator Hrenprickson. Where were you stationed in Italy ? 

Mr. Guasser. I was in Naples. 

Senator Henprickson. In Naples all the time? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes,sir. At the Provincia Building. 

Senator Hrnprickson. You were under the command of Admiral 
Stone, were you not? 

Mr. Guassrr. I believe he was the top officer. 

Senator Henpricxson. Did you know a British Colonel Behrens? 

Mr. Guasser. I don’t recall the name, sir. How is that spelled ? 

Senator Henprickson. B-e-h-r-e-n-s. 

Mr. Guasser. I don’t recall the name, sir. 

Senator Henprickson. Let me ask you, Mr. Glasser, were there 
Russians officially attached to the Allied Commission when you were 
there in Naples ? 

Mr. Guasser. I am afraid I must refuse to answer that question, sir, 
on the ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Hrenpricxson. As a matter of fact, they were officially at- 
tached, were they not, to the headquarters ? 

Mr. Guasser. Excuse me. 

- The Cuarrman. You may consult counsel. 

(The witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Mr. Guasser. I recall, sir, there were some Russian officers attached 
tothe Allied Commission. 

Senator Henprickson. Did you ever confer with them on financial 
matters ? 

Mr. Gasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Smrru. Mr. Glasser, you were born where? In Chicago? 

Mr. Guasser. That is correct, sir. 

een Smiru. And both of your parents were Russians, were they 
not ¢ 

_ Mr. Guasser. Both of them were born in what was then Russia; yes, 
sir. 

Senator Smirx. What part of Russia ? 

Mr. Guasser. The part, I believe, which later became Lithuania. 

Senator Smirn. And itisnowa part of Russia? 

Mr. Guasser. It is again a part of Russia, sir. 

Senator Smiru. Does the fact that you were of Russian parentage 
have any bearing on your connection with the Communist Party, or 
any other organizations about which you refuse to tell us whether you 
were a member ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Glasser, will you tell us about your next assign- 
ment in the Treasury ? 

Mr. Gasser. I wonder if you would mind refreshing my memory. 
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-Mr. Morris. I think you have just described your assignment to 
Italy. 

Mr. Guasser. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. What year was that ? 

Mr. Guasser. 1944. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment? 

Mr. Guasser. Then I returned to Washington, and I did the usual 
thing. In 1945, in August, I went abroad again, although I am not 
too sure I didn’t go abroad before that, I believe I went abroad again 
in August 1945, to an UNRRA Council meeting in England. It was 
held in London at that time. And I spent a month or so in England, 
and visited France and came back. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that 
time ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. I will ask you a question now about your knowledge of 
the Treasury operation apart from any experience that you may have 
had in that operation. This is only from your formal knowledge of 
the Department. Are you aware of a Treasury arrangement whereby 
certain plates, printing plates, money printing plates, were sent to 
the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. Guasser. Excuse me, sir, may I consult? 

The Cuatrrman. You may consult. 

(The witness conferred with his come) 

Mr. Morris. I am asking for your formal knowledge. I want the 
Treasury transaction without regard to your participation in it. 

Mr. Guassrer. I must refuse to answer that question, sir, on the 
ground it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. You wouldn’t even tell us whether or not there was a 
Treasury transaction involved in that? 

Mr. Guassrr. I must refuse to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Morris. I take it you would also refuse to answer questions 
directed to your knowledge and your participation in that transaction ? 

Mr. Guasser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment after that, Mr. 
Glasser @ 

Mr. Guasser. I believe I continued in the Treasury. I had one or 
two trips abroad in 1946. I think they were—one of them was in 
connection with UNRRA duties. Another one was the special mission 
that was sent over to Germany to study the possibilities of financing 
the German economy at the time. That was a short mission of only 
2 weeks. That carried me through 1946. 

Sees Henpricxson. Did that include the Austrian economy as 
well ? 

Mr. Guasser. Actually, we visited Austria but we didn’t do much. 
The conferences we held were really business. 

Senator Henpricxson. Was Colonel Bernstein with that group? 

Mr. Guassrr. I believe Colonel Bernstein at that time was already 
out of the Army. 

bg Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that 
time ¢ 

Mr. Gasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Morris. That was 1946. What was your next Treasury assign- 
ment, Mr. Glasser ? 

Mr. Guasser. On January 1, 1947, I was appointed to go to Trieste 
to participate in a four-power study of the economy of Trieste. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist at that time? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you meet with any Communists in Trieste at that 
time? 

Mr. Guasser. Excuse me, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You may consult counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next Treasury assignment, Mr. 
Glasser ? 

Mr. Guasser. Then I went, in March or April, I went to Moscow 
at the meeting of the Council of Foreign Ministers. 

Mr. Morris. In what capacity did you serve at the Council of For- 
eign Ministers ? 

Mr. Guasser. I was an adviser on the Treasury’s problem. 

Mr. Morris. You were adviser to whom ? 

Mr. Guasser. Secretary of State Marshall. 

we Morris. Did you meet with Secretary of State Marshall at that 

time ¢ 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you advise him on financial matters? 

Mr. Guasser. I advised him with reference to the policy of the 
United States Government on Trieste. 

Mr. Morrts. Were you a Communist at that time? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me? 

Mr. Morris. Did you confer with other Communists in connection 
with the advice you gave General Marshall at that time? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next Treasury assignment, Mr. 
Glasser ? 

Mr. Guasser. I returned to Washington and I don’t believe I left 
again until I left the Government service in December 1947. 

Mr. Morris. And what assignment did you take after that? 

Mr. Guasser. I became the director of the Institute on Overseas 
Studies for the Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds. 

Mr. Morris. You are in that position today ? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. What salary do you draw? 

Mr. Guasser. At the present time, on a part-time salary, I am work- 
ing on a part-time basis and my salary is $10,000 a year. 

Mr. Morris. What other work do you do at this time? 

Mr. Guasser. I am attempting to get additional assignments on a 
private basis. 
n eee) alae Now, are you presently a member of the Communist 

arty ¢ 
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Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. In connection with your present job, you do take trips 
abroad; do you not? 

Mr. Guasser. I have been, sir. 

Mr. ‘Morris. Frequent trips. You have taken 2 or 3 a year during 
the past 5 or 6 years, have you not? 

Mr. Guassrer. I think generally it has been twice a year. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have testimony before this com- 
mittee that this witness has been actively engaged in Communist 
activities. We have had two witnesses who testified to that. 

In 1950 then Congressman Nixon, now Vice President Nixon, made 
a speech which appeared in the Congressional Record of January 27, 
1950, and in that speech he made the following statement : 

Now returning to the case at hand, statements have been made, but until now 
not confirmed, that at the time of the Canadian exposé, Igor Guzenko, the Soviet 
code clerk who turned over the information to the Canadian Government which 
resulted in the trials and convictions, had been questioned by intelligence agents 
of the United States and had furnished information dealing with espionage 
activities in this country. 


Mr. Nixon at this point says: 


I can now confirm that statement. Shortly before the first trial of Mr. Hiss, 
I learned that a secret memorandum, dated November 25, 1945— 


and the date is important, Senator— 


dealing with Soviet espionage in the United States, and prepared by an intelli- 
gence agency of this Government, was circulated among several key Government 
departments and was made available to the President. I said nothing at that 
time about the information which was contained in the memorandum because I 
did not want to take action which might influence the trial one way or the 
other. Now that the trial is over, I believe that the country is entitled to the 
information. I quote directly from that memorandum. 

Then he quotes, and I have made an extract from that report, Mr. 
Chairman, and I have it here available to the committee. 

The CuHarrMAN. Read it. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 

Igor Guzenko, former code clerk in the office of Col. Nikolai Zabotin, Soviet 
Military Attaché, Ottawa, Canada, when interviewed by a representative of this 
Bureau and officers of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, stated that he had 
been informed by Lieutenant Kulakov in the office of the Soviet Military Attaché 
that the Soviets had an agent in the United States in May 1945, who was an 
assistant to the then Secretary of State, Edward R. Stettinius. 

Mr. Nixon was making the point that here in 1945 this report con- 
tained this testimony given by Guzenko about Alger Hiss. The 
significant part of that, Mr. Chairman, is in that same report we 
have here an excerpt which relates to this particular witness here today. 
I would like to have this whole excerpt put into the record. I will 
read in particular the part that relates to this particular witness. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Counsel. The excerpt in full will appear 
in the record at this point. 

(The excerpt referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 12” and is as 


follows :) 
ExHipit No. 12 


N. Grecory SILVERMASTER, WITH ALIASES, ET AL. 


This case first came to the attention of the Bureau on November 8, 1945, 
when Elizabeth Bentley, an official of United States Service and Shipping, Inc, 
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New York City, came into the New York Office of the Bureau and stated that 
for the past 11 years she had been actively engaged in Communist activity and 
Soviet espionage. 

She stated that prior to 1938 she had been an official in various capacities of 
the Communist Party in New York City. In 1938 she began making contacts 
with Jacob Golos, the head of World Tourists, Inc., which organization was 
being used as a cover for the Soviet espionage activity. Golos later organized 
United States Service and Shipping, Inc. for the same purpose in 1941. 

Under Golos’ direction and until his death in 1943, Bentley stated that she 
was used as a courier and liaison between individuals engaged in espionage for 
the Soviet and Golos. 

After Golos’ death in November 1943, she continued to act as such a courier 
and liaison under the direction of Earl Browder. 

During the latter part of 1944 at the insistence of Soviet representatives in 
the United States and with Browder’s consent, the various espionage groups 
with which she had been maintaining liaison were turned over directly to the 
Soviet agents, only one of whom she has been able to identify. 

This Soviet representative who has used the cover name “Al” has been identi- 
fied as Anatole Gromoy, first secretary of the Soviet Embassy, Washington, D. C., 
who since his arrival in the United States on September 15, 1944, has been 
suspected by this Bureau to be the successor in NKVD activities of Vassili 
Zubilin, former second secretary of the Soviet Embassy who was recalled to the 
Soviet Union in July 1944. Zubilin was the reported head of all NKVD activity 
in North America. 

Bentley has stated that the espionage agents with whom she had been in 
contact under Golos and Browder’s direction had been working for the NKVD. 

The espionage groups with which Bentley worked were primarily employees of 
the United States Government stationed in Washington, D. C. The head of the 
most important group originally run by Golos was N. Gregory Silvermaster, at 
one time an employee of the Department of Labor and now connected with the 
United States Treasury Department. Another member of this group who resides 
with Silvermaster is William L. Ullman, a major in the United States Army Air 
Forces stationed at the Pentagon Building who has been responsible for the ob- 
taining and photographing of classified information regarding United States 
Government war plans and also reports of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
copies of which had been furnished to G—2 of the Army at the Pentagon Building. 
Other members of this group include A. George Silverman, a civilian employee of 
the War Department; Harry Dexter White, Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
in charge of monetary research and foreign funds control; William Taylor, also 
an employee of the Treasury Department; Lauchlin Currie, administrative 
assistant to the President; and other lesser figures. 

The head of the next most important group of Soviet espionage agents with 
whom Bentley has maintained liaison was Victor Perlo, of the War Production 
Board. Members of this group were introduced to Bentley early in 1944 at the 
apartment of John Abt, general counsel for the Amalgamated Clothing Workers 
of America, CIO, in New York City. The individuals in this group include 
Charles Kramer, an investigator for Senator Kilgore’s committee in the United 
States Senate; Henry Magdoff, of the War Production Board; Edward Fitz- 
gerald, formerly of the Treasury Department and then with the War Produc- 
tion Board; Donald Wheeler, of the Office of Strategic Services; Mary Price, 
formerly employed by Walter Lippmann in Washington, D. C., and now working 
for the United Office and Professional Workers of America, CIO, in New York 
City; Maj. Duncan Lee, of William Donovan’s law firm in New York City who 
is also in the Office of Strategic Services. There were various other minor 
Government employees in this group, including Sol Leshinsky and George 
Perozich, who were employees of the United Nations Relief and Rehabilitation 
Administration. Bentley advised that members of this group had told her that 
Hiss, of the State Department, had taken Harold Glasser, of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and 2 or 3 others and had turned them over to direct control by the Soviet 
representatives in this country. In this regard, attention is directed to Whit- 
taker Chamber’s statements regarding Alger Hiss and to the statement by 
Guzenko regarding an assistant to the Secretary of State who was a Soviet 
agent. 

Less important individuals with whom Bentley had contact and who were 
apparently not in a well-knit organizational group were Robert Talbot Miller 
III, of the Department of State; Maurice Halperin, of the Office of Strategic 
Services; Julius J. Joseph, of the Office of Strategic Services; Helen Tenney, 
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of the Office of Strategic Services; Willard Park, of the Office of the Coordinator 
of Inter-American Affairs; Michael Greenberg, of Foreign Economic Adminis- 
tration; William Remington, formerly of the War Production Board and subse- 
quently inducted into the Navy; Bernard Redmont, also with the Coordinator 
of Inter-American Affairs. 

The Bentley woman was explicit in that all of the individuals actively engaged 
in espionage for the Soviets named by her were furnishing information from 
the files to which they had access in Washington and many of them prior to 
Golos’ death paid their Communist Party dues to Golos through her. 

To date over 80 individuals have been named by Miss Bentley as being con- 
nected with the Soviet espionage organization either in Washington or in New 
York. Of this number 37 have been identified as employees of the United States 
Government in Washington, D. C. Bentley has stated that each of these indi- 
viduals probably obtained information from others either casually or through 
actual recruiting and with whom Bentley herself did not come in contact. 


Mr. Morris. The significance here, sir, is that this is November 1945, 
That is the date of this report which was circulated among top Gov- 
ernment officials. The excerpt reads in part: 


Bentley advised that members of this group— 
referring to an espionage group— 
had told her that Hiss of the State Department had taken Harold Glasser of the 
Treasury Department and 2 or 8 others and had turned them over to direct 
control by the Soviet representatives in this country. In this regard attention 
is directed to Whittaker Chambers’ statement regarding Alger Hiss. 

Mr. Glasser, did you know Alger Hiss at that time? 

Mr. GuasseEr. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did Alger Hiss ever turn you over to the direct control 
by any Soviet official of any kind ? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in that same report there is evidence 
that there was a witness who testified that Mr. Glasser was a member 
of a Communist apparatus, and the witness’ testimony goes back to 
1944. 

Since that time, last year before our committee, we received testi- 
mony from Elizabeth Bentley which reads as follows; the question 
put to Miss Bentley being “I wonder if you can tell us what you know 
about Alger Hiss?” 

Miss BENTLEY. In 1944 I took a group of people I called the Perlo group. One 
of the members of this group was a Mr. Harold Glasser in the Treasury. In the 
process of checking everyone’s past, I found that Mr. Glasser had, at one time, 
been pulled out of that particular group and had been turned over to a person 
whom both Mr. Perlo and Charles Kramer refused to tell me who it was, except 
that he was working for the Russians, and later they broke down and told me 
it was Alger Hiss. Of course, I immediately checked that with my Soviet supe- 
rior because, it could have been somebody else’s intelligence service and could 
be dangerous. Word came back to me “that is all right. Lay off the Hiss thing. 
He is one of ours, but don’t bother about it any more.” 

Mr. Glasser, did you know Elizabeth Bentley ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Victor Perlo? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Mr. Charles Kramer, mentioned in this 
testimony ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer this question. 
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Mr. Morris. We have had testimony from Whittaker Chambers, but 
at the present time Mr. Chambers is unavailable for testimony. I 
would like to read into the record an excerpt from his book concerning 
Mr. Glasser, if you will accept that evidence. 

The Cuarrman. We will accept it. You may read it into the 
record. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Chairman, will this be confirmed by 
testimony at a later date? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. We hope to make that available. This is from page 
429 of Whittaker Chambers’ book, Witness. As I say, it is being used 
because Mr. Chambers is not presently available to testify. 


Harry Dexter White was the least productive of the four original sources. 
Through George Silverman— 


Do you know Silverman ? 

Mr. Gasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 


he turned over material regularly but not in great quantity. Bykov fumed but 
there was little he could do about it. 


Did you ever meet a man named Colonel Bykov? 

Mr. Gasser. J refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 


As a fellow traveler, White was not subject to discipline. Bykov suspected, 
of course, that White was holding back material. 


Then there is an expression in German, by Bykov, which means 
[reading |: 
you must control him, in the sense that police ‘‘control” passports, by inspecting 
them. 

I went to J. Peters— 

Did you know J. Peters? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Morrts (reading) : 
who was in Washington constantly in 1937 and who I also saw regularly in 
New York. I explained the problem to him and asked for a Communist in the 
Treasury Department who could control White. Peters suggested Dr. Harold 
Glasser, who certainly seemed an ideal man for the purpose, since he was White’s 


assistant, one of several Communists whom White himself had guided into the 
Treasury Department. 


Did Harry Dexter White guide you into the Treasury Department? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir. 

The CuarrMAn. Let the record show the reasons for refusal to 
answer. 

Mr. Guasser. On the grounds that it might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Were you ever given the assignment of controlling 
Harry Dexter White? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer the question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Whittaker Chambers? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer the question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 
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Senator WeLKer. Mr. Glasser, is it not a fact that in your entire 
Government duties you were engaged in espionage activities against 
the Government of the United States? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. Js that not particularly true from 1944 on? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. I am now continuing to read from Whittaker Cham- 
bers’ Witness : 

Peters released Dr. Glasser from the American Communist underground and 
lent him to the Soviet underground. 

Is that statement true ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. ; 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 

Glasser soon convinced me that White was turning over everything of im- 
portance that came into his hands. 

Is that statement true ? 

Mr. Guasser. T refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morrts (reading) : 

Having established that fact, I simply broke relations with Dr. Glasser. 


Is that true? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 

Later on, he was to establish a curious link between the underground ap- 
paratuses, current and past. Testifying before the McCarran Committee in 
- 1952, Elizabeth Bentley told this story: In 1944 she was working with what 
she identified as the Perlo group. In the Perlo group was Dr. Harold Glasser. 
At one point, Miss Bentley had made a routine check of the past activities of 
all the group members. The check showed that Dr. Glasser had once worked 
with a man whom both Victor Perlo and Charies Kramer had first refused to 
identify beyond saying that the unknewn man was working with the Russians. 

Then it goes on to describe the testimony of Miss Bentley before 
our committee which is already read into the record at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I have before me an application or a Government 
paper from the United States Treasury dated January 7, 1946, which 
is signed by F’. Coe, Bureau or Division Head. 

Mr. Glasser, was F. Coe, Bureau or Division head, in the Depart- 
ment that you were serving in at that time? That is 1946. 

The CHatrman. You may consult your counsel. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, I believe he was. 

Mr. Morrts. This is an efficiency rating. F. Coe gave an efficiency 
rating to Harold Glasser, Division of Monetary Research, which 
reads “Current efficiency rating excellent.” 

Do you know that Frank Coe gave you an excellent rating at that 
time? 

Mr. Gasser. I am sorry, sir, I didn’t know. 

Mr. Morris. You did not know? 

To your knowledge, was Frank Coe then a member of the 
Communists? 


32918—53—pt. 2——4 
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Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did Harry Dexter White aid you in getting promo- 
tions in the Treasury Department ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have here and I would like intro- 
duced into the record, dated December 22, 1943, signed by H. D. White, 
a recommendation that Harold Glasser, the Division of Monetary Re- 
search, receive an increase in grade and salary. 

The CuartrmMan. It may go into the record and become a part of 
the record. 

(The personnel recommendation referred to was marked “Exhibit 
No. 13” and is as follows. (A photostat copy is on file with the 
committee.) :) 

EXxuHiBIT No. 13 


UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, D. C. 
PERSONNEL RECOMMENDATION 


DEPTL. CIR. 267, REV. 3 
Date: December 22, 1943. 
To: Director of Personnel. 
Name: Glasser, Harold. 
From: Division of Monetary Research. 
Nature of Recommendation: Change in roll—Change in status—Increase in 
grade and salary. 
Effective: 12/26/48. 


From— To— 
OSI OI aes ee ee 3 See aia s. AS Assistant Director----------- Chief Economist (Assistant 
Director). 

Grad Gases 5. se ees. 2 eS 12 aks Sek, ee es , 
SS SL ee ee ee ae ee re a $6,750 per annum_____-__-___. $8,000 per annum, - 
CHSHORN6 2 229883." 2 BE LE ATT 
Buresusor Divs 2s Sse" see ra = es Div. of Monetary Research_| Div. of Monetary Research. 
Organizational Subdivisions_-__-_---__--__--- 
EVCRGQUaTLCIS: ote te es e-  ee e e Washineton, D.C peeess—= = Washington, D. C. 
Postion tty sede Sees EY Bes eRe Washington, D. C_____-_---- Washington, D. C. 
Appropriation Allotment________-____-_____-- Exchange Stabilization | Sals. & exp., For-Owned 

Fund. Prop Control, Allotment 3. 


Field ( ) Deprtmtl. (X) Field ( ) Deprtmtl. (X) 

Appropriation: F—OPC. 
Date of birth: 11/24/05. 
Legal Residence: Minn. 
Sex: M 
Nature of Position: Vice Edward M. Bernstein. 
Subject to Retirement Act—Yes. 
Remarks: Date and amount of last promotion—4/1/42—$250. 
Justification: Served as an Economic Analyst from 11—23-36 to 11-15-38. 

Final approval of personnel action: 

(S) ANN THOMPSON. 
Subject to Retirement Act—Yes. 


(Bureau or Division Head). 
1 Demoted 12/26/43. 


Mr. Morris. I have here dated November 30, 1942, signed by acting 
administrative assistant to the Secretary, to Mr. Carlton Haywood, 
Director of Personnel, which reads: 

Dear Sir: In answer to your letter of November 20, 1942, requesting the serv- 


ices of Mr. Harold Glasser, Assistant Director, Division of Monetary Research, 
we are happy to inform you that Mr. Glasser will be available November 30, 1942. 
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Senator Jenner. That will go into the record and become a part 
of the record. 
(The letter referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 14” and is as fol- 
lows:) 
ExHisitT No, 14 
NOVEMBER 30, 1942. 


Dear Str: In answer to your letter of November 30, 1942, requesting the serv- 
ices of Mr. Harold Glasser, Assistant Director, Division of Monetary Research, 
we are happy to inform you that Mr. Glasser will be available effective Novem- 
ber 30, 1942. 

As noted in your letter, he will be assigned to the Office of Production, Vice 
Chairman, War Production Board, on a 60-day reimbursable basis at the rate 
of $6,750 per annum for such a time as his services are utilized, pending formal 
transfer. Furthermore, it is understood that the War Production Board will 
reimburse Mr. Glasser directly for any travel expenses and per diem incident 
to the performance of official duties for your agency. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) CHARLES 8S. BELL, 
Acting Administrative Assistant to the Secretary. 
MR. CARLTON HAYWARD, 
Director of Personnel, 
War Production Board, Washington, D.C. 

wir. Morris. That is signed by Charles S. Bell. 

What was your duty under the WPB at that time? 

Mr. Guasser. Well, I can’t remember that I had any real functions 
because I don’t think I did. 

The CuarrmMan. Speak a little louder. 

Mr. Guasser. I was one of the assistants to Charles Wilson, who at 
that time—I really don’t recall what position he had in the War 
Production Board. 

Mr. Morris. Did you receive an award from the Ecuadoran Govern- 
ment in connection with your mission there ? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. What was the nature of the award ? 

Mr. Guasser. It was one of their decorations they have for service. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have here, March 16, 1942, an effi- 
ciency rating signed by H. D. White, Bureau or Division head, for 
Harold Glasser, Division of Monetary Research, which reads, “Cur- 
rent efliciency rating excellent.” 

Did you know that Harry Dexter White had given you that effi- 
ciency rating? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 15” and a 
photostatic copy is on file with the committee.) 

Mr. Morris. Will you give us the circumstances leading up to your 
being assigned to Ecuador? 

Mr. Chairman, we have several other oaths here by Mr. Harold 
Glasser. We have one here dated the 27th of May 1937, in which 
Harold Glasser solemnly swears or aflirms that “I will support and 
defend the Constitution of the United States against all enemies, 
foreign or domestic; that I will bear true faith and allegiance 
to the same; that I take this obligation freely without any mental 
reservation or purpose of evasion; that I will well and faithfully 
discharge the duties of the office which I am about to enter.” 
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Mr. Glasser, I will ask if you will identify the signature on the 
document being taken down to you as your signature. 

Mr. Guassrer. I refuse to answer that question on the ground that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Haaser, will you keep that volume there? There 
are several other oaths. They are so marked. Will you ask him to 
identify the signature on those? They are marked “oaths.” 

Mr. Guassrer. May I consult my attorney, please? 

Mr. Morris. Pardon ? 

Mr. Guasser. May I consult the attorney ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer the question on the ground that 
it would tend to incriminate me. 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Glasser, I would like to read into the record 
at this time this letter dated December 23, 1947, addressed to Mr. H. L. 
Lurie, executive director of the Council of Jewish Federation and 
Welfare Funds, Inc., 165 West 46th Street, New York 19, N. Y. 

DrEaAR Mr. LURIE— 

Do you know Mr. Lurie ? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. H. L. Lurie? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. He is your superior ? 

Mr. GuassrEr. He is my superior. 

The CHAIRMAN (reading) : 

Dear Mr. Lurie: I knew Harold Glasser during my 7 years in the State De- 
partment as Assistant Secretary and Under Secretary. We worked together on 
the problem of foreign funds control and other economic warfare matters. And 
he was a member of the United States delegation, of which I was chairman, 
to the first and second UNRRA Council meetings. During these council meetings 
I was impressed with his technical competence and his ability to work under 
the strain of long hours and difficult negotiations, carrying a large part of the 
burden of the financial committee of the council. He was a good working com- 
panion, maintaining an extraordinary evenness of temper and good humor under 
what were sometimes very trying circumstances. I am sure that he is able to 
approach problems in a well-organized and analytical manner, and that you will 
find him a first-rate economist. Sincerely yours. 


That is signed by Dean Acheson. 

Would you tell this committee how many conferences you had with 
Dean Acheson during your entire period with this Government ? 

Mr. Guasser. I couldn’t even start, I think, to estimate the num- 
ber. But I had frequent conferences. 

The Cuairman. Did you have frequent conferences ? 

Mr. GuassEr. Yes, there were quite a few, over the period, as he put 
it, of 7 years. There were quite a number of conferences. 

The CuHarrman. How many conferences, would you say, roughly 
speaking, did you have with Dean Acheson? I do not expect you to 
remember them all. Did you have a hundred ? 

Mr. Guasser. I would put itin the tens. It is hard to break it down. 
Thirty or forty, perhaps, over the 7-year period. 

Mr. Morris. What periods were they, roughly, Mr. Glasser? Can 
you tell us how many of these took place after November 1945 ? 

Mr. Guasser. After November 1945? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 
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Mr. Guassrer. What was Dean Acheson’s position then? He was 
out of the State Department for a while. 

Mr. Morris. I believe in 1945 he was Under Secretary of State. 

Mr. Guasser. Until how late? He left the Government for a period 
there. Now, from November 1945 on, I really can’t recall the actual 
subject matter of the meetings. If he was still connected with 
UNRRA, then I assume I would have met with him on UNRRA mat- 
ters. There were—there were the meetings—there was the committee 
of the liberated areas in the State Department which Dean Acheson 
was chairman of, and I think it met during that period, perhaps at 
weekly intervals. There may have been one meeting a week of that 
committee. 

Mr. Morris. Well, Mr. Glasser, have you ever testified before any 
committee before ? 

Mr. Guasser. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You have never testified before any congressional com- 
mittee? 

Mr. Guasser. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you testified before the Federal grand jury? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you testify fully before the grand jury ? 

Mr. Guasser. May I consult my attorney ? 

The CuatrmMan. You may. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Guasser. I testified before a Federal grand jury twice. If you 
will direct your questions to each of them, I will reply. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Hendrickson. 

Senator Henprickson. Mr. Glasser, during your extended service 
in the Government of the United States, did you ever, at any time, 
perform any act or engage in any function which would tend to in- 
criminate you? 

Mr. Guasser. I must refuse to answer that question on the ground 
that it may tend to incriminate me. 

Excuse me, sir. 

(The witness consulted with his counsel.) 

Senator Smrrn. Mr. Glasser, will you tell us whether you now hold 
or if you ever held a Russian passport ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morrts. In 1946 did you know that Victor Perlo was a Com- 
munist ? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you try to get Victor Perlo a job with the State 
Departmené in 1947 at a time when you knew he was a Communist? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know that Victor Perlo, according to a se- 
curity report, of which you had knowledge, was a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 
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Mr. Morris. Did you subsequent to that time recommend Victor 
Perlo to a position in the State Department with the Intergovern- 
mental Committee on Refugees ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know whether or not after that information 
was known, subsequent to a conversation with one Stephen Spingarn, 
at the White House, Victor Perlo’s Treasury record was cleared ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever have a conference with or concerning 
Stephen Spingarn at the White House? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you ever have anything to do with clearing 
the record on Victor Perlo? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that a Treasury investigation was con- 
ducted of you in 1942? 

Mr. Guasser. I did know that there was a Secret Service investiga- 
tion of me. 

Mr. Morris. Did Harry Dexter White aid in clearing you in that 
investigation ? 

Mr. GuasserR. I refuse to answer that question on.the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet in the apartment of John Abt and 
Mary Price in New York City? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever give secret information to Elizabeth 
Bentley on Treasury matters ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Are you an associate of Allen Rosenberg ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Have you worked in concert with Charles Kramer? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know George Silverman ? > 

Mr. Gasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Have you worked with Maurice Halperin? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Have you associated and worked in Communist asso- 
-ciations with one Donald Wheeler ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it would 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. With one Sol Lishinsky ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. With one Victor Perlo? 
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Mr. Gtasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it would 

tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know William Taylor? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 

would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Alger Hiss? _ 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 

would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Edward Fitzgerald? 

Mr. Guassrer. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 

would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist meetings with the afore- 

mentioned people? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 

would tend to incriminate me. 

The CHatrMANn. Senator Smith? 

Senator Smrru. I believe you transferred from the Treasury to 

the War Production Board along in the first part of the war? 

Mr. Guasser. Yes. It was late in 1942; I believe October 1942. 

Senator SmirH. Before you transferred to the War Production 

Board, did you have any conference or conversation with any Com- 
munist as to the duties that you were supposed and expected to per- 
form once you got into the War Production Board activities? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 

would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Joel Gordon in connection with your 

UNRRA work? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it 

would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have here, which I would like to in- 
corporate into the record by description—I think each one will speak 
‘for itself what it is in the record—Treasury Department ratings by 

Harry Dexter White, Harry Dexter White, Harry Dexter White, 
Harry Dexter White, and William Ullman, concerning the work of 
this witness in the Treasury Department. 

The Cuatrman. They may go into the record and become part of 

the record. 

(The material referred to was marked “Exhibits Nos. 16, 17, 18, 19,” 

a summary of which follows. (Photostat copies are on file with the 


committee.) :) 
ExHisit No. 16 


SERVICE RATING ForM 


FORM 3201 (APRIL 1935), CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 


Name: Harold Glasser. Department: Treasury. Nonsupervisory—X. 
Office of Secretary, Monetary Research. 
I. Quality of Performance: Excellent. 
II. Productiveness: Excellent. 
III. Qualifications shown on Job: Excellent. 
Rated by W. L. Ullmann, 3/12/42. 
Reviewed by H. D. White. 
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ExHIsitT No. 17 
STANDARD FORM NO. 51, APPR. JAN. 5, 1942—-REPORT OF EFFICIENCY RATING 


C. 8. C. Dept. Cir. No. 302 


As of March 31, 1942, based on performance during period from April 1, 1941, 
to March 1942. 

Harold Glasser: Asst. Director, Treasury Department. 

Office of the Secretary, Div. of Mon. Research. Quito, Ecuador (Field Office). 

Rating: Excellent. 

Rated by H. D. White, Director of Monetary Research 6/17/42. 


EXHIBIT No. 18 
STANDARD FORM NO. 51, APPR. JAN. 5, 1942—-REPORT OF EFFICIENCY RATING 
Cc. S. C. Dept. Cir. No. 302 


As of March 31, 1948, based on performance during period from Mar 31, 1942, 
to March 31, 1943. 

Harold Glasser: Asst. Director, Treasury Dept. 

Office of the Secretary, Div. of Mon. Research. 

Rating: Excellent. 

Rated by H. D. White, Asst. to the Secretary, March 31, 1943. 


ExHrsit No. 19 
STANDARD FORM NO. 51 REV., APPR. DEC. 1943—-REPORT OF EFFICIENCY RATING 
C. S. C. Dept. Cir. No. 453 


As of March 31, 1944, based on performance during period from April 1, 19438, to 

March 31, 1944. 

Harold Glasser: Assistant Director, P-8. 

Treasury Department—Division of Monetary Research. 
Rating: Excellent. 

Rated by H. D. White, Director, May 9, 1944. 

Mr. Morris. You received a draft deferment, did you not, during 
the war? 

Mr. Guasser. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. Morris. You received a draft deferment during the war? 

Mr. Guassrr. I don’t believe so. I don’t believe I ever had—— 

Mr. Morris. What was your draft status during the war, Mr. 
Glasser ? 

Mr. Guasser. I think I was overage. I would have to compute that. 

The Cuatrman. How old are you now? 

Mr. Guasser. I am 47. 

Mr. Morris. Is the overage classification 3—-B ? 

Mr. Guasser. I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. We have a description of his draft status here dated 
February 11, 1943, classified 3—B. 

Mr. Guassrer. I may have been deferred because I was in north 
Africa, in a war theater. I may have been deferred for that reason; 
I am not sure. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was a Soviet ring operating in the 
Treasury Department during the war? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question, sir, on the ground it 
would tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morrts. Mr. Chairman, I have more questions, but—— 

The Cuarrman. At this time the Senate is in session; and, therefore, 
we do not have permission to sit. We will have to recess this session 
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at this time for that reason. In the meantime, the witness may stand 
by, subject to call by this committee, and your counsel can tell us 
where we can locate you in case we want to call you back. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Friedman, I will give you at least 48 hours’ notice 
in connection with any reappearance you have to make. 

Mr. Frmpman. We are excused for the day? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

ee at 11:15 a. m., the committee was recessed subject to 
call. 
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INTERLOCKING OF SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENTS 


TUESDAY, JUNE 2, 1953 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SupcomMIrrest To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Srcuriry Laws ofr THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 11 a. m., in the caucus 
room, Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman 
of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senator Jenner. 

Also present : Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; Benjamin Man- 
del, director of research; and Robert C. McManus, staff member. 

The CuatrmMan. The committee will come to order. 

Will you be sworn to testify ? 

Do you swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing will 
is ee truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 

od? 

Mr. Guasser. So help me God. 


TESTIMONY OF HAROLD GLASSER, GREAT NECK, N. Y., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY MILTON H. FRIEDMAN, ATTORNEY AT LAW, NEW 
YORK, N. Y. 


The Cuamman. Proceed, Mr. Morris, with the questioning of the 
witness. 

Mr. Morris. You are Harold Glasser? 

Mr. Guasser. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you presently reside? 

Mr. Guasser. 8 Sheffield Road, Great Neck, N. Y. 

Mr. Morris. You are Mr. Milton Freidman, of 522 Fifth Avenue? 

Mr. Frirepman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. During the war did you have an assignment that 
brought you to Japan? 

Mr. Guasser. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever go to the Far East? 

Mr. Gasser. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Am I making a mistake? 

Did you at any time have an assignment in Japan? 

Mr. Guasser. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You were never assigned to the headquarters of the 
supreme commander in the Far East? 

Mr. Guassrr. No, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. Have you been to Japan at all at any time? 

Mr. Guasser. Never. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been to the Far East at all? 

Mr. Guasser. Never. 

Mr. Morris. The last time you were here, Mr. Glasser, we asked you 
about some of your various foreign assignments. ‘There are a certain 
few that I think we did not put in. 

Mr. Chairman, the background of this witness being recalled is that 
during the course of his testimony the Senate met at 11 o’clock one 
morning and we were not able to continue his investigation at that 
time. 

The Cuatrman. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. You had an assignment in July of 1945 in London, Mr. 
Glasser. What was that assignment? 

Mr. Guasser. That was the UNRRA Council meeting. 

Mr. Morris. What was your capacity there? 

Mr. Guasser. Financial adviser to the United States delegation. 

Mr. Morris. In July of 1946 you went to Continental Europe, did 
you not? 

Mr. Guasser. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Morris. In July of 1946 you went to Continental Europe? 

Mr. Guasser. I believe that was also an UNRRA council session in 
Switzerland. 

Mr. Morris. Still another one? 

Mr. Guassrer. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. In December of 1946 you went to Trieste, did you not? 

Mr. Guasser. Wait; I am getting a little confused here. I believe 
it was 1946 in the summer; it was July. That was the UNRRA meet- 
ing, but I also had another trip in 1946. Trieste, that was on the so- 
called Allen mission. 

Mr. Morris. The Allen mission ? 

Mr. Grassrr. Allen mission. 

Mr. Morris. What was that ? 

Mr. Guasser. I believe I mentioned that the last time. It was a 
2-week trip with George Allen, I believe, and Howard Peterson. 

Mr. Morris. And then in March of 1947—— 

Mr. Guasser. Then in Trieste. You said December of 1946. That 
iscorrect. I left January 1, 1947, for Trieste. 

Mr. Morris. In March 1947 and in April 1947, you were in Moscow ? 

Mr. Guasser. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And that was with the Council of Foreign Ministers? 

Mr. Guasser. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. You were there as an adviser to General Marshall ? 

Mr. Guasser. To the United States delegation. 

Mr. Morris. On April 16, on your way back you stopped off at 
Scandinavia and Finland, did you not ? 

Mr. Guasser. That is incorrect. 

Mr. Morris. Did you not seek permission to do that ? 

Mr. Gasser. I did not. 

Mr. Morris. In giving your travel routines back to the United 
States, why did you always give a copy of your travel routine to Mr. 
William Ullmann? First, I will ask you did you always let Mr. 
Ullmann know at all times what your travel routine was? 

Mr. Guasszr. May I consult with counsel ? 
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Mr. Morris. You may. 

Mr. Guasser (after conferring with counsel). I am afraid I must 
refuse to answer that question on the grounds it may tend to in- 
criminate me. 

The CHatrmMan. Onthe grounds of the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Grasser. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. What agency did Mr. Ullmann work for at that time? 

That is asking your knowledge of the formal record. 

Mr. Guasser. Yes. He worked for the Treasury Department. I be- 
heve he was the administrative assistant for our Commission. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Glasser, Mr. Kaplan was sent back to the United 
States by General Clay sometime late in 1945, was he not ? 

That is Irving Kaplan. 

The CratrMan. Let the record show that the witness is conferring 
with counsel. 

Mr. Gasser (after conferring with counsel). I am sorry; I know 
nothing about that. 

Mr. Morris. You know nothing about it? Is it your testimony 
you did not know that Irving Kaplan was being returned to the United 
States at that time ? 

Mr. Guassrr. To the best of my knoweledge and memory this is 
the first time I have ever heard of such a thing. 

Mr. Morris. When have you last seen Irving Kaplan? 

Mr. Guassrr. I refuse to answer that question on the ground it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morrts. On March 31, 1946, you gave an efficiency rating of K 
to Irving Kaplan. Did you know at that time that he was a member 
of the Communist Party 4 

I have here, Mr. Chairman, an official report of efficiency as of 
March 31, 1946, rated by Harold Glasser whose signature appears here 
and the rating is E. 

The Carrman. Let the record show the witness is conferring with 
counsel. 

Mr. Guasser (after conferring with counsel). I am sorry; I am con- 
fused. May I have the question ? 

The Cuatrman. You do not understand the question ? 

Mr. Reporter, will you read the question to the witness ? 

(The record was then read by the reporter.) 

Mr. FrrepMan. Mr. Chairman, apparently Mr. Morris has a docu- 
ment in front of him. May Mr. Glasser see it ? 

The CHatrMan. Surely. 

Mr. Guasser (after having been shown document). I must refuse 
to answer that question on the grounds it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like the other documents in 
this record which show that Mr. Irving Kaplan was in fact sent 
home by the War Department also to go into the record. 

The CuHarrman. They may go in the record and become a part of 
the record. 
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(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 234A, 234B, 
234C, 234D” and follow :) 


ExuHisit No. 234A 


Standard Form, No. 51, Rev. Form approved 
Approved Dec. 1943 Budget Bureau No. 50-—RO12 
C. S. C. Dept. Cir. No. 458 Approval expires March 30, 1945 


REPORT OF EFFICIENCY RATING 


As of March 81, 1946, based on performance during period from July 12, 1945, 
to March 31, 1946, Irving Kaplan, Economic Advisor P-S8. 


(Check form for content of form omitted) 


Adjective rating: HE. 
Rating Official : 
Rated by: 
[s] HARrontp GLASSER. 


ExursitT No. 234B 
[Outgoing telegram] 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
DIVISION OF CENTRAL SERVICES, TELEGRAPH SECTION, 
December 12, 1945. 
Treasury: 1945, Dec. 18 PM 1:21 DC/L Liaison. 
Am Embassy: Paris, 5819. 
To Snider for Kaplan from Treasury: 
War Dept. requested to return you with high travel priority. 


ACHESON. 
VMC 


EXxHtsit No. 234C 
DIvISsION OF MONETARY RESEARCH 
CROSS REFERENCE SHEET 


Memo to: Major Douglas, Civil Affairs Div., War Dept. 
From: Mr. Coe. 
Dated: December 12, 1945. 
Subject: Recalling employees from Germany. 
See file: Germany General: 
Miller, Frances (Mrs.) 
Fisher, Allen J. 
Kaplan, Irving. 


ExHrsI1Tt No. 234D 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
18 December 1945. 
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION 


To: Messrs. White, Coe, and Ullmann. 
From: Col. Bernstein. 


As you know, Kaplan’s name was included in the list of 25 names we requested 
the War Department to recall. Do you want to make a stronger specific request 
for his recall? 

B. BERNSTEIN, 
Colonel, GSC. 


Mr. Guasser. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the date so that I can think 
about that 

The Cuatrrman. When Mr. Kaplan was sent home from Germany ? 

Mr. GuassrEr. That is right. 
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Mr. Morris. This is dated, Mr. Chairman, December 10, 1945. It 
is from the Office of Military Government for Germany. It is to the 
War Department. It reads: 

From OMGUS to: WARCAD, Attention of Colonel Bernstein and Harry White. 

Important Irving Kaplan be recalled immediately (US) High Air Priority on 
FARBEN investigation and other matters Treasury interest. 

The original document of course to WARCAD was signed by Gen- 
eral Clay. 

The Cuarmman. Does that refresh your memory ? 

Mr. Guasser. I still remember nothing about it. 

Mr. Morris. After your appearance before this committee, Mr. 
Glasser, did you have a session with your employer? Who is your 
present employer ? 

Mr. Guasser. The Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare 
Funds. 

Mr. Morris. Who is the head of it? 

Mr. Guasser. The president ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Guasser. Mr. Julian Friedman, of Indianapolis. - 

Mr. Morris. And who is your present superior ? 

Mr. Guasser. Mr. Harry L. Lurie. 

Mr. Morris. Did you after you appeared before this committee 
have a session with Mr. Lurie? 

Mr. Guasser. May I consult with counsel ? 

The CHarrman. Surely. 

Mr. Guasser (after conferring with counsel). Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Did you deny to him membership in the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

_. Mr. Morris. When you had that conversation with Mr. Lurie, were 
you in fact a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Guasser. I must refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Guasser. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds that 
it may tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of those questions is that 
witnesses who have appeared before our committee and who have been 
identified and about whom there has been evidence of their own Com- 
munist activity, when presented with the evidence or when asked 
questions about that evidence have invariably invoked their privilege 
against incrimination. 

At the same time very often, as in the case of a university, they go 
back to the university and when asked by the university authorities 
whether or not they have been members of the Communist Party, 
we find that almost without exception they deny membership at that 
time, the difference being of course that when they are asked by the 
university officials they are not asked under oath and before a tribunal 
such as this to be held accountable in a court of law for denial if it 
can be proved to the contrary. It is for that reason I was asking the 
questions. 

The CuarrMAn. The Chairman is cognizant of the situation. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman. 
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The CHatrman. That will be all, Mr. Glasser. 

Mr. Morris. If there is another witness here, I wish he would come 
forward, please. 

(There was no response.) 

The CHatrman. We will stand adjourned at this time. 

(Thereupon, at 11:15 a. m., Tuesday, June 2, 1953, the hearing 
was adjourned, subject to call.) 

(The following material (exhibits Nos. 20 through 42) was 
subsequently ordered printed in the record at this point by the 
chairman :) 


EXHIBIT No. 20 


CLASSIFICATION ADVICE 


Fes. 11, 1948. 
(Date of mailing of Notice of Classification to Registrant) 
Local Board No. 3 31 
Montgomery County 031 
003 


Norwood Drive 
Chevy Chase, Maryland 

(Local Board Date Stamp With Code) 

Mr. W. N. Thompson, Treasury Department 
You are advised that— 
Harold Glasser, Order No. 126—-A, has been elassified in Class 3 B 
Ge Se Eo DR ee nah? ee 
(Insert date for Class II—A and II-B only) 
by Local Board. 
(_] Board of Appeal (by vote of ------ taelizias ). 
(J President. 

Appeal from classification by local board must be made by signing appeal form 
on back of questionnaire at office of local board, or by filing written notice of 
appeal within 10 days after the above date of mailing of notice to registrant. 

If you believe that it is in the national interest or necessary to avoid an in- 
justice that further consideration be given to the registrant’s case after classifi- 
cation by the board of appeal, consult the Selective Service Regulations, the 
Government appeal agent, the occupational advisor, or the State Director of 
Selective Service. 


R. GRANVILLE CuRRY. 
(Member or clerk of Local Board) 


EXHIBIT No. 21 
Name: Harold Glasser. 
Date of birth: November 23, 1905. 
Biographical sketch: 
9 /22-6/26: University of Chicago—Ph. B. 
10/26—?/29: Graduate School of Commerce and Administration ; University 
of Chicago—Research Assistant. 
4/29-8/29: University of Akron, Akron, Ohio—Interim Professor, $210 per 
month. 
9/29-4/30: Harvard University—Graduate work. 
4/30-9/31: University of Chicago—Engaged in full time thesis project. 
?/31—-?/32: Fellow, Brookings Institute, Washington, D. C. 
1933-4-5: Peoples Jr. College, Chicago, Illinois—Instructor in Economics; 
Labor Bureau of Middle West—part time labor research work. 
8/35-5/36: Works Progress Administration, Chicago, Illinois—Statistician, 
$3,300 per annum. 
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Biographical sketch—Continued 

5/36-11/36: Bureau of Home Economics, Department of Agriculture, (Tab- 
ulation Pool), Minneapolis, Minnesota—Assistant to Director, $3,800 per 
annum. 

11/36-6/38: Division of Research & Statistics, Treasury Department— 
Economic Analyst, $3,800 to $4,600 per annum. 

3/25/38: Transferred to Division of Monetary Research—Sr. Economic 
Analyst, EO-15, $4,600 per annum. 

6/1/38: Promoted to Pr. Heonomiec Analyst, HO-16, $5,600 per annum. 

8/1/39: Promoted to Assistant Director, EO-17, $6,500 per annum. 

4/1/42: Periodic pay increase to P-7, $6,750 per annum. 

12/26/43: Promoted to Assistant Director, P—8, $8,000 per annum. 

5/11/44: Decrease in salary, from P-8, $8,000 to P-7, $7,500 per annum. 
(This was agreed upon 12/26/43. ) 

12/26/48: Changed from ESFR to F—OPC. 

5/11/44: Changed from F—OPC to ESFR. 

7/11/44: Promoted from P-7, $7,500 to P—8, $8,000 per annum. 

7/1/45: Government pay raise changed annual salary from $8,000 per 
annum to $8,750 per annum. 

1/13/46: Periodic pay increase to P-8, $9,012.50 per annum. 

Foreign travel: 

7/40-5/42: Ecuador. Economic Advisor to Ministry of Finance. 

2/43-9/48: North Africa. Advisor on North African Affairs. 

2/44-6/44: Mediterranean area. Representative of Treasury Department. 

7/45-8/45: Western Europe. Representative of Treasury Department. 


Exurstit No. 22 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
INTER OFFICE COMMUNICATION 


Date: January 30, 1945. 


To: Division of Personnel. 
From: Mary C. Hall, Division of Monetary Research. 


It has come to our attention that there are conflicting records on the birth date 
of Mr. Harold Glasser of this Division. We wish to advise that the correct date 
is November 23, 1905. 
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Jo. 2 
. =) 
ExHIsiT No. 23 


OATH OF OFFICE 


Prescribed os ection 1133, Revised Statutes uf the Unite Seater 


f epiance to. the sane: - chat. i fake ‘this <gbligation | ireeiy, seikout any mental reserva- 
‘tion. or purpose of evasion: and that’ } will well and [aithfully. dischange she Gottes of 
the office on which [am about to enter. Bos iL) ME Geb. 


2 es Position te which appointed Zecpuwia ssolyat at $3592 par. annum, 2O 13, SBR, wenen 


© pate of entrance on duty fox.a.seriad not. to.extend hegnnd bnMe IE omen 
RET. 11-?3-28, 


Similar oaths sworn to on February 17, 1937, May 27, 1937, July 
14, 1937, and January 8, 1944, are on file with the committee as 
exhibits Nos. 24, 25, 26, and 27. 


HExuHrsiT No. 28 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


INTER OFFICE COMMUNICATION 
Date: JUNE 1, 1938. 
To: Mr. Thompson. 
From: Mr. Bell. 
In accordance with instructions from Mr. McReynolds’ office, Mr. Harold 


Glasser was transferred from the Division of Research and Statistics to the 
Division of Monetary Research, effective as of March 25, 1938. Further, Mr. 
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McReynolds has authorized that, effective as of June 1, 1938, Mr. Glasser be 
transferred from the payroll ‘Emergency Relief, Treasury, Administrative Ex- 
penses, 1936-1938,” as a Senior Economic Analyst, EO-15, at $4,600 per annum, 
to the payroll “Exchange Stabilization Fund,” as a Principal Economic Analyst, 
EO-16, at $5,600 per annum. 


Approved: June 1, 1938. 
By direction of the Secretary: 
(Signed) Wayne C. TAYLOR, 
Acting Administrative Assistant to the Secretary. 


EXHIBIT No. 29 
UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


PERSONNEL RECOMMENDATION 
Avuaust 1, 1939. 
To: Director of Personnel. 
Name: Glasser, Harold. 
From: Division of Monetary Research. 
Nature of Recommendation: Promotion. 


From— To— 
Position’ <2s5_ eserves fee ee Assistant Director. Assistant Director. 
Grade eee eee ee ee eee oe rato eee nee EO 16. EO 17. 
Salar ye eae ee eee eee $5,600 per annum. $6,500 per annum. 
Dsiieoas ae  ee eeees 
Office See ee a aE ae 
1G eae ee ee ne SEE 
Divisignaste fees ee ever IS Oe eee Div. of Monetary Research. | Div. of Monetary Research. 
Sechionetee Sine Se es seasch te 
Sub-Section® 2-2 oes e2 wee ete ee 
Hoadquartersteer eases ess oe eee Washington, D. C. Washington, D. O. 
Bostior Duty erent ees EE Washington, D. C. Washington, D. C. 
Appropriation Allotment_...........---.--_- Exchange Stabilization Fund] Exchange Stabilization Fund 


Field ( ).Deprtmtl. (X) Field ( )i Deprtmtl. (X) 

Effective: August 1, 1939. 
Journal page: 1471. 
Date of birth: 11-24-05. 
Legal residence: Minn. 
Veterans’ preference: No. 
Subject to retirement act: No. 

Consideration given all other eligible employees in Bureau or Office of under- 
signed. 

Certified as to Sufficiency of Appropriated Funds. 


HaRoLtp GLASSER. 
(Bureau or Office Head) 


(For use of Director of Personnel, Treasury Department.) 
7-27-39. 
Date approved by the Secretary: 8—1-39. 


ExursitT No. 30 
May 29, 1941. 
Hon. SUMNER WELLES, 
Under Secretary of State. 


My Dear Mr. WELLES: Reference is made to your letter of May 20, 1941 (RA 
822.51/A) to Secretary Morgenthau, informing him of the request of the Ecua- 
doran Ambassador in Washington for an extension of the temporary detail of 
Mr. Harold Glasser, under provisions of Public No. 63, 76th Congress, for an 
additional 2 years. It is noted that the Ambassador has indicated that his 
Government considers the work accomplished thus far by Mr. Glasser to be 
extremely valuable and that the Ecuadoran Ministry of Finance would be greatly 
benefited by the continuance of Mr. Glasser’s services. 
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The Treasury Department is glad to continue its participation in this aspect of 
the cooperation of this Government with the American Republics and is conse- 
quently willing to make Mr. Glasser’s services available—in accordance with your 

.suggestion—for a further period of 6 months, that is to say, from July 29, 1941, 
to January 29, 1942, on the same basis as that of the original assignment. It is 
our understanding that this extension of 6 months will carry with it no commit- 
ment concerning Mr. Glasser’s availability for any period beyond January 29, 
1942. 

Sincerely yours, 
D. W. BELL, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 


Exuisit No. 31 


THE BROOKINGS INSTITUTION, 
Washington, D. C., December 5, 1941. 
Mr. H. D. WHITE, 
Assistant to the Secretary, 
Treasury Department, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. WHITE: In reply to your letter of December 3, Mr. Harold Glasser 
was a fellow at the Brookings Institution for the year 1931-82, coming to us from 
the University of Chicago. 

Yours very truly, 
F. F. BLACHLY, 
Chairman, Training Division. 


ExuHisit No. 32 
RECOMMENDATION F'oR CLASSIFICATION 
UNDER THE RAMSPECK ACT AND SECTION 1 OF EXECUTIVE ORDER NO. 8743 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D .C., January 1, 1942. 
CIviL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C. 

GENTLEMEN : 
1. The employee named below, who, on July 1, 1941, occupied a position which has 

been brought into the classified service by operation of the Ramspeck Act, 

and Executive Order No. 8743, of April 23, 1941, and who on January 1, 

1942, occupied a permanent position, is recommended for classification under 

section 1 of that Order. 

Name: Harold Glasser 
(One given name, initial or initials, if any, and surname) 
Position held on date of this recom- 


2. Position held on July 1, 1941: mendation: 


(a) Designation: Assistant Direc- 
tor of Monetary Research. 

(b) Grade and salary: EO-17— 
$6,500. 

(c) Bureau or service: Treasury 
Dept., Div. of Mon. Research. 

{d) Official station: Washington, 
De C 


(e) Cite legal authority for ap- 
pointment and funds from which 
paid on July 1, 1941: Sec. 10 of 
the Gold Reserve Act of 1934 
Exchange Stabilization Fund. 


leave without pay? No. 


uary 1, 1942? No. 


(a) Designation: Assistant Direc- 
tor of Monetary Research. 

(b) Grade and salary: P-7T— 
$6,500. 

(c) Bureau or service: Treasury 
Dept., Div. of Mon. Research. 

(da) Official station: Washington, 
D. C 


(e) Cite legal authority for ap- 
pointment and funds from which 
paid on January 1, 1942: Sec. 
10 of the Gold Reserve Act of 
1934 Exchange Stabilization 
Fund. 


8. On January 1, 1942, was employee: (a) Actually ina pay status? Yes. 
(b) On authorized annual or sick leave? No. 


(c) On furlough or 


4. Was employee in a nonpay status at any time between July 1, 1941, and Jan- 
If so, give specific dates. 
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5. Is employee entitled to military preference? No. If so, preference was 

established in — Commission’s central office. -——-Commission’s district office. 
If preference is claimed but has not been established, furnish Form 14 and 
proof specified thereon. 

6. I certify that this employee was in the service on July 1, 1941, and has served 
with merit thereafter for not less than 6 months. Furnish record of service 
from July 1, 1941, to date. If part of this service was in another agency, 
give full information so that record may be identified. Use space below 
if desired. 

July 1, 1941—January 1, 1942—Division of Monetary Research, Treasury 

Department. 

The duties described on the reverse side hereof were those performed by the 

employee on January 1, 1942. 

(Signature) Harry D. WHITE, 
(Official title) Director of Monetary Research. 


Enclosures : 
Form 3875. 
Form 2413 (Medical certificate). 
Form 2390 (Fingerprints). 
Form 124 (Declaration of appointee). 
Form 12 (Residence form) (for apportioned departmental service only). 
Statement of Duties—Use reserve side of this form, if desired, starting at bottom of 


page. 

Under administrative direction with very wide latitude for independent or 
unreviewed action and decision as Assistant Director of the Division of Monetary 
Research assists the Director in planning, supervising, and directing the work of 
the Division of Monetary Research, which is charged with the preparation of 
analysis and recommendations to aid the Secretary of the Treasury and other 
Treasury officials in the formulation and execution of policies in connection with 
the stabilization fund, customs and tariff problems, foreign-funds control, the 
national defense program, fiscal and monetary problems, ete. Supervises group 
of economic analyst in grades P-1 to P-6 engaged in conducting research, making 
economic analysis and studies, and preparing memoranda and reports in the 
following fields: (1) Economic, financial and political conditions of foreign 
countries involving analysis of current financial data, country surveys of the 
domestie and international economic situation, and analysis of new developments 
for one of the following geographical areas: Latin America, Continental Europe, 
Far East, and British Empire; (2) international investments including United 
States foreign investments, blocked and other involuntary investments, foreign 
holdings in the United States, foreign assets of the United Kingdom, and other 
allied and axis foreign assets; (3) foreign commercial policy involving such mat- 
ters as dumping, tariff act and customs problems, countervailing duties, foreign 
discrimination, export control, strategic material, and other United States foreign 
commerce problems; (4) exchange control including statistics, economic informa- 
tion and analysis of foreign funds control in both this country and abroad with 
special emphasis upon analysis of information and statistics made available 
through foreign funds control; (5) international money and finance including 
gold-silver, exchange rates, capital movements, international monetary agree- 
ments and foreign monetary systems legislation; (6) banking and domestic 
finance including United States economic conditions, Treasury finance, and the 
national economy, currency and coinage, banking problems, monetary and bank- 
ing legislation, and problems of inflation; (7) stabilization funds, including both 
United States and foreign stabilization funds, stabilization operations, and inter- 
national competitive position. More specifically, incumbent performs such duties 
as follows: advises and consults with the Director of the Division in the deter- 
mination of policies and work programs of the Division and in the formulation of 
conclusions and recommendations; serves as an alternate for the Director on 
various interdepartmental committees and subcommittees; plans, directs, and re- 
views work performed by monetary research in one or more of the fields described 
above; receives general assignments from the Director, or more frequently, on 
own initiative plans and supervises various projects and studies consisting of both 
long-term comprehensive projects and short studies dealing with specific ques- 
tions, problems, or events; attends congressional debates and hearings and 
various conferences and meetings which are pertinent to the work of the Division; 
analyzes, evaluates, criticizes, and comments on yarious proposals, schemes, or 
plans of an economic or financial nature; occasionally serves as a foreign rep- 
resentative of the Treasury Department or as a member of a delegation at foreign 
conferences. 
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Exursit No. 33 
FEBRUARY 19, 1942. 
To Mr. D. W. Bell. 
From Mr. H. D. White. 


There is under consideration the sending of a Treasury employee to Ecuador 
to replace Mr. Glasser, who is there at present, in the capacity of adviser to 
the Ecuadoran Government. 

Before any commitment is made by the Treasury, I would like to obtain your 
approval or disapproval to a continuation of the financial arrangements that 
applied to Mr. Glasser’s assignment: salary and travel expenses paid from the 
Stabilization Fund, and expenses for subsistence in Ecuador paid by the Ecua- 
doran Government. 


Background 

1. Mr. Glasser went to Ecuador in July, 1940, on a temporary detail under the 
provisions of the Act of May 3, 1939 (Public No. 63, 76th Congress). The detail 
was a result of the State Department’s request, which was based on that De- 
partment’s negotiations with the Ecuadoran Goverment, and was originally 
scheduled to terminate on July 29, 1941. Subsequently, at the request of the 
Ecuadoran Government and of the State Department, the detail was extended 
to January 29, 1942. 

2. Under the arrangement, the Treasury has paid Mr. Glasser’s salary of 
$6500 per year, from the Stabilization Fund. Under the same Fund, the Treas- 
ury paid the cost of Mr. Glasser’s travel to Ecuador, including the per diem ai- 
lowance for subsistence, while he was in a travel status. Similarly, it is an- 
ticipated that we will bear the expense of his return trip. 

Mr. Glasser is allowed $120 per month to cover quarters and subsistence while 
actually in Ecuador. This amount is paid by the Treasury, but the Treasury 
is reimbursed therefor by the Ecuadoran Government (through the State De- 
partment). 

8. At the insistence of the State Department, acting on the request of the 
Ecuadoran Government, we have agreed to a short extension of Mr. Glasser’s 
detail in Ecuador, pending the selection and dispatch to Ecuador of a suitable 
replacement. We are, at present, trying to locate such a suitable replacement. 

2/20—Or. to D. W. Bell. 

2/24/42—Miss Edelin advised that Mr. Bell circled word “approval” (second 
paragraph, second line) and noted “O. K., D. W. Bell, 2/23/42”. 


IWxuHiBitT No. 34 


Local Board No. 3 31 
Montgomery County 031 
003 


Bethesda-Chevy C. Ree. Ctr., 
Chevy Chase, Maryland. 
(Local Board Date Stamp With Code) 
DECEMBER 20, 1944. 


PERMIT oF LOCAL BOARD FOR REGISTRANT To DEPART FROM THE UNITED STATES 


This is to certify that Harold Glasser, Order No. 126—A, Serial No. 3292, Class 
IV, Division A, a registrant of this local board has applied for a permit to depart 
from the United States, and this local board being convinced that the registrant’s 
absence is not likely to interfere with the proper administration of the selective 
service law, hereby authorizes the said registrant to depart from the United 
States and to remain absent therefrom for a period from December 20, 1944, to 
June 20, 1945. 
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In his application the registrant gave this information: 
1. Countries to be visited: Confidential. 
2. Individuals or organizations represented: United States Treasury 
Department. - 
3. Nature of business: Official. 
Description of registrant: 


Race Height (approx.) Weight (approx.) Complexion 


WL eee = ene Xe OG Selle reer teres NGO MDS sees eee ee ee Salloweets sess leaner 
INGSTO Saas eee ete secieeee Mighty s siete 
Oriental Ridd yt x 
Indian Eyes Hair DD gyi Seas spe! | eee 
Filipino WTecklOd === = sae = 
Might browne --- |esese= 
Bluees. 2c. Sees xX Blonde sts Se ||= 2a Dank browis==-5|=-—-2-— 
Gray es | 22s ea TEC Ce ec (Rn ESS ee Blac ke === ers eee 
Hazel: 3. Se ee Tf = oes Brown = ---2 =. x 
BOWDEN. ce Sk ee oe BIA ke 225-2 ha eee 
Bisck-eds. + 2S Grayouenet ©. tee| b Jaber | 
Baldieesey. ers 


Other obvious physical characteristics that will aid in identification: Scar 
over forehead. : 
Date of birth: November 23, 1905. 
FRANCIS W. HIL1, Jr., 
Member or Clerk of the Local Board. 


NOTICE TO DECLARANT ALIENS (ALIENS WITH “First PApers”’’).—Before leaving 
the country, get a reentry permit at the nearest office of the Federal Immigration 
and Naturalization Service. 


EXXxuHIpiT No. 35 
. Marcu 13, 1942. 
Mr. W. N. Thompson. 
Mr. H. D. White. 


When efficiency ratings for the Division of Monetary Research were submitted 
last year no report was submitted for Mr. Harold Glasser. 

A report on Mr. Glasser was overlooked, since he was out of the country on 
assignment to work with the Government of Hcuador. 

We would like at this time to report the following rating for Mr. Glasser, 
to be included with the report for the rest of the Division: 


Name: Harold Glasser. Grade: P-7. Salary: $6,500. 
Title: Assistant Director of Monetary Research. 
Rating: Excellent (5). 

Or. to Mr. Thompson 3/13. 


EXHIBIT No. 36 


WAR PRODUCTION BOARD, 
Washington, D. C., January 10, 1948. 


DIRECTOR OF PERSONNEL, TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D.C. 


Dear Str: Reference is made to the arrangement under which the services of 
Mr. Harold Glasser were secured on a loan basis, effective November 20, 1942. 

This is to advise that Mr. Glasser has been returned to your agency and we 
are therefore discontinuing his loan, effective at the close of business Jan- 
uary 10, 1943. 

Your cooperation in making the services of Mr. Glasser available to the War 
Production Board has been very much appreciated. 

Very truly yours, 
CARLTON HAYWARD, 
Director of Personnel. 
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TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


DIVISION OF MONETARY RESEARCH 
JAN. 12, 1942. 
To: Mr. O’Daniel, 409. 
From: David White. 

The services of Mr. Harold Glasser were borrowed by the War Production 
Board Noy. 30, 1942, thru. Jan. 10, 1943, with the understanding that the War 
Production Board would reimburse the Treasury for his salary during this period. 

Mr. Glasser returned to his duties here on Jan. 11, so the necessary payroll 
adjustment for the above period can now be made. 

1/12 Or. to Mr. O’Daniel. 

Mr. White, Branch 2058, Room 21414. 


EXHIsit No. 37 


UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


PERSONNEL RECOMMENDATION 
May 9, 1944. 
To Director of Personnel. : 
Name: Glasser, Harold. 
From: Division of Monetary Research. 
Nature of Recommendation: Change of roll; decrease in grade and salary. 


From— To— 
IPOSIGION: 222 sos e noe scene case eseeeee Chief Economist (Assistant Asst. Dir. of Monetary 
Director). Research. 
Grade tee 29). 22 ee ee ee eS P-8. P-7. 


Sdlanyess: 22h 32 cet Fons so cose ss oesnea= <--| $8,000. $7,500. 
IBlKCaTOnMO lve eee _| Div. of Monetary Research. | Div. of Monetary Research, 
Organizational Subdivisions_- 


Headquarters 222225) Cake Miyathe Washington, D. C. Washington, D. C, 
Postiof Duty 2-225-2-o2 oe ee ee bose ae Washington, D. C. Washington, D. C. 
Appropriation Allotment_.------------------ Sals. & Exp., For.-owned | Exch. Stabilization Fund 
Prop. Control, Allotment 
3. 
MieldtorDeptlesanecssaa- anon ena neon Departmental. Departmental 


Effective: May 11, 1944. 
Appropriation: ESFR. 
Date of birth: 11/24/05. 
Legal residence: Minn. 
Sex: M. Race: W. 
Date of oath: 5-11-44. 
Approved : 
D. W. BELL, 
Acting Secretary. 
H. D. WHITE, 
Bureau or Division Head. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


INTER OFFICE COMMUNICATION 
JUNE 5, 1944. 
To: Mr. White. 
From: Mr. Glasser. 
I accept the change in my status effecting a decrease in grade and salary from 
P-8, $8,000 to P-7, $7,500. 
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ExHiBIT No. 38 
UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


PERSONNEL RECOMMENDATION 
JANUARY 7, 1946. 
To Director of Personnel. 
Name: Glasser, Harold, 
From: Division of Monetary Research. 
Nature of Recommendation: Pay Increase (Periodic). 


From— To— 

POSiMON = 5 2< 2a 2= soon wt cess eee cent aes Ass’t Dir. of Monetary Re- | Ass’t Dir. of Monetary Re- 
search. search. 

Geen) es oe ee ee Pp-8. -8. 

RAY eee eek ae ne wre Se ee eee eee $8,750 per annum. $9,012.50 per annum. 

BuredH or “Dive 82) 2 SE Ee Division of Monetary Re- | Division of Monetary Re 
search. search. 

Organizational Subdivisions_-_---.-.-----.-.- : 

TGA CTIAT VERS oe ee ee ee oe eee Washington, D. C. Washington, D. C. 

Pest Of Duty 22 O28 SY Oe oe ortelss Washington, D.C. Washington, D.C. _ ‘ 

Appropriation Allotment--_-_----------------- Exchange Stabilization | Exchange Stabilization 
Fund. } Fund. 


2 eh (SAG Sl Bz) oe Ue Ea ee A Et eh ea Departmental. Departmental. 


Effective: January 13, 1946. 
Appropriation: ESFR. 
Date of birth: 11/23/05. 
Legal residence: Minn. 
Sex: M. Race: W. 
Subject to Retirement Act: Yes. 
Justification: 
Current efficiency rating: Excellent. 
Date and amount of last increase: July 11, 1944. 
Service and conduct otherwise satisfactory: Yes. 
Position not temporary. 
Leave without pay or furlough in excess of 30 days: None. 
F. Coe, 
Bureau or Division Head. 
Approved : 
Frep M. VINSON, 
Secretary. 


EXxuHtbitT No. 39 
AvaustT 22, 1946. 
Mr. HAroLp GLASSER, 
Assistant Director, Division of Monetary Research, 
Treasury Department. 


Sir: You are hereby appointed Director of Monetary Research with compensa- 
tion at the rate of ten thousands dollars per annum, payable from the appropria- 
tion, “Hxchange Stabilization Fund,” effective today. 

Very truly yours, 
(Signed) Jonun W. SNYDER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


ExHIsit No. 40 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 23, 1947. 
The honorable the SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


My Dear Mr. Secretary: It is with the deepest regret that I find it necessary 
to submit my resignation from the Treasury Department to be effective Decem- 
ber 31, 1947. 

The Treasury Department has given me extraordinary opportunities during 
the past eleven years for the development of my professional skill, for experiences 
with all parts of the world, and for participation in the solving of important 
problems of the war and postwar period. I owe more to the Treasury than I 


BOSTON PUBLIC LIBRA 


ri 
3 9999 05445 3673 


can possibly say in a letter of resignation. To you particularly, Mr. Secretary, 
I am grateful for the friendship and guidance you have so kindly given to me. 
As I enter private employment, I can only hope my activities will be a credit 
to the Treasury Department and justify the confidence you and the Department 
have placed in me. 

Respectfully, 

HAROLD GLASSER, 
Assistant Director, Office of International Finance. 


Exuisit No. 41 
Dec. 26, 1947. 
Mr. HAaroLp GLASSER, 
Office of International Finance, Treasury Department. 

DEAR Mr. GLASSER: It is with regret that I am accepting your resignation as 
Assistant Director of the Office of International Finance to be effective Decem- 
ber 31, 1947. : 

You have been associated with the Treasury for a long period of time, and I 
am fully aware of the many valuable contributions you have made in the mone- 
tary field. It is gratifying to know that your Treasury experience has been 
pleasant and interesting and I am sorry that circumstances have led you to seek 
connections outside of the Government. I wish to assure you that we will miss 
the fine work that you have done here. 

Best wishes for happiness and success in your new work. 

Sincerely, 
(Signed) JoHN W. SNYDER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


ExHisit No. 42 


THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Washington, Dec. 26, 1947. 
Mr. H. L. LuRIiE, 
Executive Director, Council of Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds, Inc. 
New York 19, New York 

Dear Mr. Lurie: I am very glad to give you my opinion of Mr. Harold Glasser’s 
technical ability, personality, and analytical qualities, as requested in your letter 
of December 18. 

Glasser’s technical ability and analytical capacity are of a very high order. 
He is a well-trained economist, and during many years of intensive work in the 
field of general economic policy he has acquired an unusual ability to apply a 
highly developed analytical technique to the solution of economic problems. He 
has held very responsible positions in the Treasury, as you know, and has also 
been assigned to important overseas missions. We have relied heavily on his 
judgment, his estimate of situations, and his recommendations, and I regret 
that his decision to leave the Government service is depriving us of him. 

I do not believe I need say very much to you about Mr. Glasser’s personality, 
since you have already met and talked with him. He has no hidden facets to 
his personal qualities which you would discover only after longer association 
with him. He served as Secretary of the National Advisory Council and as 
Chairman of its Staff Committee. These were exacting assignments calling for 
skill in interdepartmental relationships. I felt that Glasser was successful in 
this phase of his work. 

Sincerely yours, 
JoHN W. SNYDER, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
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INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENTS 


THURSDAY, APRIL i6, 1953 


UnIrTep STaTes SENATE, 
SuscommitrEr To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL SecurITY Act AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Srecuriry LAWS OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10 a. m. in the old 
Supreme Court room, the Capitol, Senator William KE. Jenner (chair- 
man of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner, Welker, and Hendrickson. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

The Cuarrman. The subcommittee will come to order. 

You may hold your right hand and be sworn. Do you swear that 
the testimony you give in this hearing will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Survermaster. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF NATHAN GREGORY SILVERMASTER, HARVEY 
CEDARS, N. J. 


The Cuarrman. Will you give your name to the committee? 

Mr. Stivermaster. Nathan Gregory Silvermaster. 

The Cuatrman. Where do you reside, Mr. Silvermaster? 

Mr. Sitnrvermaster. Harvey Cedars, N. J. 

May I request permission to read a statement? 

The CuHarrman. You may. You are under oath and you may 
read it. 

_ Mr. Sinvermastsr. In summoning me as a witness, the committee 

is raking up old coals for no valid reason. It is reviving a harass- 
ment to which I have been unjustly subjected on the basis of the 
accusations of irresponsible persons. I have been interrogated by 
congressional committees before, and no useful purpose can be served 
by a renewal of the interrogation. 

I am a loyal citizen and I have never betrayed the interests of 
the United States. I am not and have never been a security risk. 
But I am one who has been repeatedly hounded without cause. 

In view of the persistent efforts which have been made to injure 
me and of the accusations which have been made against me, I am 
entitled under the Bill of Rights to refuse to be a witness against 
myself. Of course, when I avail myself of that protection, my doing 
so does not permit any legitimate inferences of guilt or wrongdoing. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Silvermaster, with whom have you consulted in 


the preparation of that statement ? 


Mr. SirverMAster. I have prepared the statement and I have con- | 


sulted with lawyers. 

Mr. Morris. Who are your lawyers? 

Mr. Strvermaster. Mr. David Rein and Mr. Forer. 

Mr. Morris. Whom else have you conferred with in connection with 
the preparation of that statement? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I claim the privilege of refusing to answer this 
question under 

Mr. Morris. Have you conferred with members of a Communist or- 
ganization in connection with the preparation of that statement? 

Mr. Srtvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I submit that this statement is a con- 
spiracy against this committee. We have here a statement by the 
witness that he is a loyal American citizen and has never betrayed the 
interests of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Silvermaster, have you imparted classified Government 
information to an enemy power at any time? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I claim my privilege of refusing to answer this 
question under the fifth amendment. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Silvermaster, under oath you submitted this 
statement, and in this statement you state that you are a loyal Ameri- 
can citizen. 

Mr. Stivermaster. I do. 

The CuarrmMan. How could you take a refuge behind the fifth 
amendment if you have not given aid and comfort to the enemy ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I do not take refuge under the fifth amendment 
stating I am a loyal American citizen, but I refuse to answer ques- 
tions under my privilege. 

The CuarrMan. You state in this sworn statement, and you are un- 
der oath, that you have never betrayed the interests of the United 
States, and yet when asked a question as to whether or not you have 
ever passed classified documents of this Government to a foreign 
enemy you take refuge behind the fifth amendment. Now, this com- 
mittee recognizes the fifth amendment and you are entitled to your 
protection under it, and when you come here under oath and state 
that you have never betrayed the interests of the United States, and 
then, when you are asked as to whether or not as a Government official 
you passed classified documents to a foreign power, an enemy of this 
country, you take refuge behind the fifth amendment. 

Mr. StivermMaster. J think I am entitled to the constitutional right 
of refusing to answer a question of this character. 

The CuarrMan. You are entitled to take refuge behind the fifth 
amendment any time that something may tend to incriminate you, but 
when you state under oath 


Mr. Stivermaster. I am under no obligation to testify against my- | 


self, as I understand the fifth amendment. 


The CuarrMan. That is exactly right, but you are testifying two © 


different ways before this committee. In this statement, and under 


oath you state you have never betrayed the interests of the United © 
States, and then when we ask you a specific question you say you | 
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refuse to answer under the fifth amendment because it may tend to 
incriminate you. 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I see no contradiction there. 

Senator WeLker. Mr. Silvermaster, you have consulted with your 
attorneys prior to coming here this morning. 

Mr. Stnvermaster. Yes, I have. 

Senator Wetxer. And I want to advise you as a matter of law, sir, 
that once you open up a subject matter such as your loyalty to the 
United States you are not then permitted to use the protection of 
the fifth amendment as a stopping point along the line any place you 
may choose. I am advising you that, as I am sure your counsel has 
advised you, and it is, further, my opinion that by your refusal to 
answer the question propounded to you by counsel and by the chair- 
man of this committee you are in contempt by virtue of your picking 
a stopping place in your testimony. 

The Cratrman. Mr. Silvermaster, I will ask you: Have you ever 
been a security risk? 

Mr. SirvEermastrr. I don’t believe, to the best of my knowledge, I 
have been a security risk. 

The CuairMan. You state in this statement made under oath, “I 
am not and have never been a security risk.” That is a positive state- 
ment. J's that your reply to my question ? 

Mr. Suvermaster. That is, sir. 

The Custmrman. Then I will ask you: Have you ever imparted 
any classified documents of this Government to any enemy of this 
country or any other foreign power ? 

Mr. Sitvrrmasrer. I claim privilege of refusing to answer this 
question under the fifth amendment. 

The Carman. You stated one time under oath that you are not 
now and you never have been a security risk. Yet, again, when I ask 
you the question whether or not you have imparted classified docu- 
ments to an enemy of this country you take refuge behind the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Sirvermaster. J still see no contradiction. 

‘The CuatrMan. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Do you think it is to the best interests of the United 
States that the United States become a people’s republic in an inter- 
national Soviet organization ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I don’t know what you are talking about. 

Mr. Morris. I think you know very well what I am talking about. 
Do you think it is to the best interests of the United States that the 
United States become a people’s government and be a member of the 
Soviet international organization ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I certainly do not. 

Mr. Morris. You do not. Mr. Silvermaster, where do you live 
now ? 

Mr. Siivermaster. In Harvey Cedars, N. J. 

Mr. Morris. Where is Harvey Cedars? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. Harvey Cedars is in the Long Beach Island off 
the coast of New Jersey, about 40 miles north of Atlantic City. 

Mr. Morris. How far is that from Barnegat Light? 

‘Mr. Sttvermasrer. I would say 6 miles. 

Mr. Morris. It is on a long strip of beach, is it not, off the coast of 
New Jersey ? 
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Mr. Sittvermaster. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Is that the place that was formerly called High Point? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I believe so. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you been living there? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I have been living there since 1947, I believe. 

Mr. Morris. What is your occupation ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. A builder. 

Mr. Morris. Is Mr. William Ullmann there too ? 

Mr. SttverMasTer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Are you and he partners in business there ? 

Mr. SrivermMaster. We are. 

Mr. Morris. Does Mr. Ullmann have all his photographic equip- 
ment with him? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. You won’t tell us whether or not your partner has 
photographic equipment with him there? 

Mr. StrverMaster. I refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
lege. 

Mr. Morrts. To your knowledge, have there been any Soviet officials 
visiting Harvey Cedars in the last 2 or 3 years? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the same 
privilege. 

The Cuarrman. Mr, Silvermaster, you state you are a loyal Ameri- 
can. Then if there have not been any Soviet officials visiting you at 
Harvey Cedars, why do you take refuge behind the fifth amendment ? 
In other words, if you are a loyal American you can answer that ques- 
tion without going behind the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Stpvermaster. Is this a question, sir? 

The CHarrmMan. Read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

Mr. Sirvermaster. Is that a question ? 

(The question was read by the reporter.) 

The Cuatrman. Yes. I asked you why you took refuge when you 
state under oath you are a loyal American. 

Mr. Sinvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
ege.  _ 

The Cuatrrman. Under the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Werxer. Let the record show, Mr. Chairman, that when 
the witness does claim his privilege and it is the privilege afforded him 
under the fifth amendment, he is not forced to bear witness against 
himself. 

The Cuarrman. The record will so show. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, would it. be of interest to you to see 
a map of the coast of New Jersey to see the location of Harvey Cedars? 

Mr. Chairman, may an excerpt of this go into the record ? 

The Cuarrman. It may, and become a part of the record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 48” and is 
as follows :) 
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Mr. Morris. Where were you born? 

Mr. Srrvermaster. I was born in what was formerly known as the 
Russian Empire. 

Mr. Morris. In what city ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. In the city of Odessa. 

Mr. Morris. When did you come to the United States? 

Mr. Stnvermaster. I came to the United States in 1915. 

Mr. Morris. And through what port did you arrive? 

Mr. Strvermaster. Through the port of San Francisco. 

Mr. Morris. When did you become a naturalized citizen ? 

Mr. Srivermaster. I became a naturalized citizen in 1927. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member at that time of the Communist 
Party, at the time of your naturalization ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I claim the privilege of refusing to answer this 
question under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. At that time you had to take an oath of allegiance 
to this country, when you became a citizen of the United States, so 
how could you take refuge behind the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Stnvermaster. I refuse to answer this question. 

The Cuarrman. You are under two oaths. You are under an oath 
there and you are under an oath here today. When you took that 
oath of allegiance to this country were you a Communist 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment. 

The Cruatrman. You understand that if you are not a Communist 
there is no need for you to invoke the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question. 

The CratrmMan. You understand, do you not, that if you were not a 
Communist at that time there is no need for you to invoke the fifth 
amendment? Do you understand that? 

Mr. Stivermaster. Is this a question ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. Do you not know that if you were a loyal 
American citizen at the time you took the oath, if you were not a 
Communist, there is no need for you to take refuge behind the fifth 
amendment ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Silvermaster, are you presently active in a Com- 
munist espionage ring? - 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I claim the privilege of refusing to answer this 
question under the fifth amendment. 

The CuarrmMan. Going back again, Mr. Silvermaster, to your state- 
ment, I will ask you this question. First, would you read the question, 
please, Mr. Reporter, that was just asked the witness? 

(The record was then read by the reporter. ) 

The Cuarrman. What is your answer to that question ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer it under the privilege of the 
fifth amendment. 

The Cruarrman. Under oath you have just made this statement to 
the committee: “I am not a security risk.” Now, which is correct, 
Mr. Silvermaster ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I see no contradiction. 

The CratrmMan. Go ahead, 

Mr. Morris. Where were you educated, Mr. Silvermaster ? 
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Mr. Strvermastrr. I was educated partly in Russian schools, partly 
in an English school, but the bulk of my education was in American 
schools. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what American schools you have 
attended ? 

Mr. Stivermastrr. University of Washington. 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t remember the exact years, around 1917, 
1920, or 1921; the University of California; and Stanford University. 

Mr. Morris. What degrees do you hold? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I hold bachelor’s degree and a doctor’s degree. 

Mr. Morris. You hold your bachelor’s ‘degree from the University 
of San Francisco? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. University of Washington. 

Mr. Morris. What other degrees do you hold? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. Doctor’s s deer ee, 

Mr. Morris. Where did you obtain your doctor’s degree? 

Mr. Stivermasrer. At the University of Califor nia. 

Mr. Morris. What was your doctor’s thesis at that time, Mr. Sil- 
vermaster ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I claim the privilege of refusing to answer this 
question. 

Mr. Morris. You mean you won’t tell us what the subject of your 
doctor’s thesis was ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I so claim the privilege of refusing to answer 
this question under the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Is the subject of your doctor’s thesis Contribution of 
Ecenomic Thought Prior to the Bolshevik Revolution? That is, 
Lenin’s Contribution Economic Thought Prior to the Bolshevik 
Revolution ? 

‘Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
ege. 

“The Cuatrman. You refuse to answer the question whether or not 
that was your doctor’s thesis? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I do, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a teacher, Mr. Silvermaster ? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. I beg your pardon? 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a teacher 4 

Mr. SinverMAsteER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you teach at the Piedmont Hills ect in Pied- 
mont, Calif., from 1922 to 1923? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Were you an instructor at St. Mary’s College of Cali- 
fornia in Berkeley ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. St. Mary’s College of California. It was origi- 
nally in Oakland and then moved to Moraga Valley. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you teach there ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. For about 7 years. 

Mr. Morrts. Then were you later a teaching fellow at the University 
of California at Berkeley ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I was. 

Mr. Morris. During that period of time when you were on the fac- 
es of those three schools were you a Communist ? 

r. Stpvermaster. I claim the privilege of refusing to answer this 
guestion under the fifth amendment. 
22918° 
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Mr. Morris. During that period did you ever try to recruit students 
and fellow teachers in the Communist organization ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I claim the privilege of refusing to answer this 
question. 

The CuatrmMan. Will the witness speak just a little louder? It is 
awfully hard to hear. 

Mr. Morris. Were you subsequently an economist with the Cali- 
fornia State Unemployment Commission in San Francisco ? 

Mr. SriverMasTeER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us the nature of your job in that posi- 
tion ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I was an economist for the State unemployment 
commission created by Governor Rolfe to investigate the causes of 
unemployment during the depression, and means and ways of remedy- 
ing the situation. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever serve as chairman of an appeal board to 
determine whether or not employees dismissed by California State 
should be reinstated in the face of charges of Communist activity ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. What you refer to, sir, was a strike that took 
place on one of the Federal projects, as I recall—this has been many 
years ago—in San Francisco. It was not a State project. I was with 
the State organization. The strikers picketed the State organization, 
State relief administration, and the administrator appointed a com- 
mittee of the State administration to investigate the causes of the 
strike and to determine whether or not those who were dismissed over 
whom the strike occurred were to be reinstated or not. I was chair- 
man of that committee. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuatrrman. Senator Welker. 

Senator We.xer. Dr. Silvermaster, at that time were allegations 
made against certain of the strikers that they were Communists? 

Mr. Strvermaster. There were some allegations made in the papers, 
as I recall. 

Senator Werixer. And the supervisor at that time dismissed the 
strikers; am I correct on that? 

Mr. Srivermaster. Yes; I believe that was the situation. 

Senator Werixer. And you were on the appeal board that heard 
the case of the strikers after their dismissal ? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. I was. 

Senator Wetxer. And I will ask you if it is not a fact that after 
the appeal was made these strikers were reinstated and reemployed? 

Mr. Strvermaster. The strikers were reinstated in accordance with 
the recommendations made of the committee. 

Senator Wreiker. And you were chairman of the committee? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I was chairman of the committee. 

Senator Wreixer. And one of the reasons for their dismissal being 
an allegation that they were members of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Srmivermaster. That was an allegation. The committee was 
satisfied that that allegation was not sustained, and I believe that in 
those days under the then existing rules no relief workers on any 
project could be discharged because of their political beliefs or views. 
That was one of the regulations, as I recall, of the Federal relief 
administration and of the State relief administration. 
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Senator Wetxer. Mr. Silvermaster, you entered the United States 
in 1915? 

Mr. SILvERMASTER. Yes, sir. 

Senator We.xker. Prior to that time you lived, as a youth, in China; 
am I correct ? 

Mr. SinverMaster. Yes, sir. 

Senator WrL_ker. Were your parents missionaries there ? 

Mr. Sizvermaster. No. 

Senator WELKER. How did you happen to go to China ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I happened to be in China because my parents 
moved from Russia to Manchuria around 1907, and then I was sent 
toa Shanghai school around 1911 or so. 

Senator WreLKer. You entered the University of Washington about 
1917 or 1918; am I correct ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. Approximately that. 

Senator Werixer. And you were not a naturalized citizen until 
1927? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. That’s correct. 

Senator WeLker. You have already told committee counsel that you 
refuse to answer the question whether or not you were a member of 
the Communist Party in 1915 or 1927 when you were naturalized, under 
the privilege afforded you by the fifth amendment; that is correct ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. That’s correct. 

Senator Wrixker. Mr. Silvermaster, you then, after finishing in 
the State of Washington, went over into the State ef California? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. That’s right. 

Senator Weixer. Did you pursue in any way any Communist 
activity in the State of California ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege afforded me under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Weixer. Notwithstanding the fact that you have sworn 
under oath this morning that you are a loyal citizen of the United 
States and have never betrayed the interests of the United States, and 
that you are not now nor have you ever been a security risk? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I still see no contradiction. 

Senator WeLker. I did not hear your last answer. 

Mr. Strvermaster. I see no contradiction. 

Senator WreLker. That is your privilege. I wanted to direct your 
attention to a gentleman by the name of Harry Bridges, who was 
operating out in California about that time. Did you ever know 
Harry Bridges? 

‘Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the same 
privilege. 

Senator Weiker. You refuse to answer whether or not you ever even 
met Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege? 

Senator WeLker. You were involved in certain maritime work at 
that time when you were in California, were you not ? 

- Mr. Stirvermaster. Involved in maritime work ? 

Senator WELKER. Yes. 

Mr. Strvermaster. I was with the Maritime Labor Board 

Senator Wetker. That involved you in certain work 
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Mr. Stnvermaster. In the year 1938. 

Senator Weixer. Did you ever meet Harry Bridges at that time? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question, sir, under the 
privilege. 

Senator WetKer. Do you know who Harry Bridges is? 

Mr. Stvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Senator Werxer. When did you first come to the Nation’s Capital, 
Washington, D.C. 

Mr. SitvermasteEr. In 1935. 

Senator Wetxer. And what was your business then or your occu- 
pation ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. At the time of my coming here I was on a leave 
of absence from the California State Relief Administration, and ac- 
cepted an invitation to a position with the Resettlement Administra- 
tion to study the migratory-labor problem. 

Senator Wetxer. Who invited you to come here to Washington? 
You say you accepted an invitation to work in the Resettlement Ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I received a telegram from the Resettlement 
Administration under the signature, as I recall—that’s been many 
years ago—I believe it was George Mitchell. 

Senator Wetker. George Mitchell ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. Who was at that time the head of the Labor 
Division of the Resettlement Administration. 

Senator Wetxer. Had you made any overtures toward getting 
transferred from California to Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. Not to my knowledge, not that I recall. 

Senator Wrixer. Do you know of anybody making any overtures 
in your behalf ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I do not recall. 

Senator Wetxer. Did Harry Bridges write a letter in your behalf? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. I do not recall. 

Senator WeLker. Who were your references, if any ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I frankly do not recall. 

Senator Wrrker. Were you a member of the Communist Party 
when you came to Washington the first time ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wetxer. After coming to Washington on the first visit 
where did you live? 

Mr. StrvermMaster. In Washington? 

Senator WeLkKeER. Yes. 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I don’t remember the name of the street. 

Senator Weixer. Well, you lived at 

Mr. Sirvermaster. It was in the center of the city. Housing was 
very difficult at the time, as I recall, and we moved into an apart- 
ment where we stayed for about a month, and then we moved to 
Georgetown. 

Senator Wetxer. When you lived in the apartment and when you 
moved to the residence in Georgetown did you have a camera or any 
photographic processing equipment ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment. 
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Senator Wevxer. Then after you moved from Georgetown I think 
you lived in Chevy Chase, Md., right outside the District of Columbia. 

Mr. Sitvermaster. That’s correct. 

Senator Wreixer. Do you recall that address? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. For a time I lived on Connecticut Avenue, and 
then for a time on Jocelyn Street, and I think the last time the resi- 
dence was on 30th Street. 

Senator Wreiker. At any of those addresses you related did you 
have any photographic equipment in your home? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the priv- 
ilege. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you have any photographic equipment in 
your basement ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the 
privilege. 

Senator WetKer. Have you ever pursued a hobby of taking photo- 
graphs and processing photographs or microfilms? 

Mr. Stuvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the 
privilege, sir. 

Senator WeLker. After coming to Washington, D. C., did you ever 
meet a man by the name of Alger Hiss? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Senator Weiker. Notwithstanding the statement made under oath 
a moment ago by you that you were a loyal citizen and that you have 
never betrayed the interests of the United States, you do not want to 
answer the question that you have ever met a man by the name of 
Alger Hiss; is that correct ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. That was my statement. 

Senator Wetker. Do you know a man by the name of Whittaker 
Chambers? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Senator Wetker. Did you ever hear of Whittaker Chambers? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I saw it in the papers. 

Senator Werixer. You have seen it in the papers. From what you 
saw in the papers did that connect you with anyone that you had met? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Senator Weixer. Has Whittaker Chambers ever been in your home ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Senator WeLtker. Has Alger Hiss ever been in your home ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer under the same privilege. 

Senator Weixer. About August 14 of 1943 you were then Director 
of the Labor Division of the FSA, the Farm Security Administration? 

Mr. SrnverMASTER. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. That is approximately correct ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. Approximately. 

Senator WreLxer. Something happened then to your job. Can you 
tell the committee what happened ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. Tomy job in Farm Security ? 

Senator Weixer. Yes. Was that job taken over by some other 
agency or did you move to another department ? 
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Mr. Sinvermaster. No. The Farm Security wasn’t transferred to 
any other agency. 

Senator Weixer. Do you know a man by the name of Virgil L. 
Bankson, who was senior agricultural labor specialist of the War 
Food Administration, Office of Labor ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. Yes, I believe I do. 

Senator WeLtKer. You knew him? 

Mr. SILVERMASTER. Yes, sir. 

Senator Wrixer. Do you remember receiving a letter from him 
about August 14, 1943 ? 

Mr. SttvermMaster. I do not recall, sir. 

Senator Wetker. Do you recall your draft status during World 
War IT? 

Mr. StrvermMaster. Yes; I believe I was overage. 

Senator WetKer. You were overage, but, as a matter of fact, you 
did have a reclassification of your draft status, did you not ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I don’t recall that. 

Senator Werker. Have you attended functions at the White House ? 

Mr. Srivermaster. I have attended some receptions. 

Senator Wetxkrr. Did a gentleman by the name of Lauchlin Currie 
invite you or attend the function with you? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Senator WeiKer. Did you know Lauchlin Currie to be a member 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Sitvermasrer. I refuse to answer this question under the 
privilege. 

Senator WereLtker. And you do not want to tell this committee 
whether or not you and Lauchlin Currie ever went together to the 
White House? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the 
privilege. 

Senator Weiker. Did you know a gentleman by the name of Harry 
Dexter White? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. Yes, sir. 

Senator WeLker. What position, if any, did he hold in Government 
when you knew him? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. He was with the Treasury Department. 

Senator WELKER. He is now deceased; am I correct in that? 

Mr. Sittvermasrer. He is now deceased. 

Senator Weixer. Did you know Mr. White to be a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. SitvermMasterR. I refuse to answer this question under the 
privilege. 

Senator Wetxer. Had you ever visited back and forth with Mr. 
White? 

Mr. SitverMAsTER. Yes. 

Senator WELKER. Quite friendly with him ? 

Mr. SitvermMaster. Yes. F 
: peer We vxer. You visited in his home and he visited in your 

ome? 
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Mr. Srivermaster. We had occasional visits. 

Senator Wetxer. In any of those visits did you ever discuss com- 
munism ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the 
privilege. 

Senator Wexixer. Mr. Silvermaster, as of this moment are you 
engaged in active sabotage or espionage against the Government of 
the United States? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
lege, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning. 

Mr. Morris. What was your first Government assignment here in 
Washington, Mr. Silvermaster ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. As I said earlier, it was with the Farm Security 
Administration, and the first assignment I had was to—I believe the 
very first assignment I had was to represent the Labor Division of 
the Resettlement, in the Management Division of the Resettlement, 
which was planning the development of some homesteads. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Louis Bloch, I notice, was one of your references 
there for that assignment. You knew Louis Bloch out on the west 
coast, did you not? 

Mr. Sunvermaster. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first meet Louis Bloch ? 

Mr. Srivermaster. I don’t recall the exact date. It was in the 
twenties. 

Mr. Morris. You and he were closely associated together on the west 
coast, were you not? 

Mr. Stuvermasrer. At various times. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, is he a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Sruivermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morrts. To your knowledge, did he ever use the Communist 
Party name of Don Post, P-o-s-t ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the 
same privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Louis Bloch did help you get this first assignment 
you had in Washington, did he not? 

Mr. Supvermasrer. No; I never said that. 

Mr. Morris. Where was he at that time? 

Mr. Stnvermaster. I frankly don’t remember. He was in Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. Morris. Was he with the Social Security Board in Washington, 
D. C., as the chief statistician ? 

Mr. Survermaster. He was at the time, but that was long after I 
came to Washington. He came to Washington, I think, in 1936 or 
1937. 

Mr. Morris. You came earlier ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I came in 1935. 

Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony Mr. Bloch did not aid you in 
getting that job? 
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Mr. Stivermaster. As far as I remember, I don’t think he had 
anything to do with it. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay with that particular assign- 
ment ? 

Mr. Sunvermaster. With which assignment? I am getting a little 
bit confused. 

Mr. Morris. Your first Government assignment in Washington. 

Mr. Strvermaster. The first Government assignment ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Sinvermaster. I was with Farm Security until 1938. Then 
I accepted a position with the Maritime Labor Board, which was just 
set up on the basis of a civil-service examination and one of the mem- 
bers of the Commission at the time was Dr. Bloch. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next Government assignment, Mr. 
Silvermaster ? 

Mr. StiverMaster. With the Maritime Labor Board. 

Mr. Morris. Now, give me the circumstances of your transferring 
from Farm Security to the Maritime Labor Board. 

Mr. Sirvermaster. Well, to begin with, there was a civil-service ex- 
amination, which was a general, broad examination for economists and 
social science analysts, and I applied for that examination, and soon 
after that, or about the same time, or soon after that, as I recall, the 
Maritime Labor Board was established and I applied for a position 
with them. 

Mr. Morris. Did Mr. Bloch help you get that position ? 

Mr. SirverMaster. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. In what way did he help you get that? 

Mr. SitverMAster. He introduced me to the Chairman of the Board. 
Mr. Morris. And recommended you for it ? 

Mr. StivermMaster. And recommended me. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay with the Maritime Labor Board? 
Mr. Sirvermaster. I want to call attention to the fact that on that 
particular examination I was the leading 
Mr. Morris. You were what? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I was No. 1 on one subject and No. 2 on another 
subject, so that it was my rating under the civil service examination, 
that, together with Dr. Bloch’s recommendation. 

Mr. Morris. That is clearly understood, Mr. Silvermaster. Now, 
how long did you stay with the Maritime Labor Board ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I believe for about a year. 

Mr. Morris. What was the nature of your duties with the Maritime 
Labor Board? 

Mr. Srivermaster. The Maritime Labor Board was created by Con- 
gress to make a study of the maritime labor situation with a view of 
bringing about more stable labor conditions in the maritime industry, 
and it was charged with the responsibility of preparing a report to 
Congress with recommendations as to what measures should be taken 
to bring about more stable labor relations. I was the chief economist 
under the Maritime Labor Board in technical charge of the prepara- 
tion of that report. 

Mr. Morris. A copy of your record here shows that you were with 
the United States Maritime Labor Board from November 1938, to 
June 1940, a period of about a year and 7 months. Does that square 
with your memory ? 


INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 115 


Mr. Stivermaster. I really don’t recall. It seems like a pretty long 
period, but it might be. I thought I was left with that board. 

Mr. Morris. Then, at that point, your next assignment apparently 
was back to the Farm Security Administration. 

Mr. SitverMastrr. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. What were the circumstances of your going back with 
the Farm Security Administration ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. Well, the Labor Division that I was connected 
with before was for a time without a head. The last head of the 
Division, Mr. Mercer Evans, died, and I was invited to come back 
and take charge of that division. 

Mr. Morris. And you were the head labor economist, were you not, 
at that time? 

Mr. Suivermastrer. That was the civil-service classification. 

Mr. Morrts. In your file is this statement, Mr. Silvermaster: 

Mr. Lee Pressman, general counsel of the CIO, when interviewed, stated that 
Mr. Silvermaster had worked under his supervision when he was connected with 
the Agriculture Department. 

Did you work under the supervision of Mr. Lee Pressman in the 
Agriculture Department ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. You think this notation with respect to Lee Pressman 
is wrong, then ? 

Mr. Stivermasrer. As far as I can recall. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Lee Pressman? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. Yes; I knew Mr. Pressman. 

Mr. Morris. What position did Mr. Lee Pressman have during this 
period that we have been talking about? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I don’t recall. The first position that I know— 
I met him on the job—he was counsel, legal counsel for the Resettle- 
ment Administration. 

Mr. Morris. As such, wouldn’t you be under his supervision ? 

Mr. Siirvermaster. No. He was legal counsel for Resettlement 
Administration. 

Mr. Morris. And you were with the Resettlement Administration 
at that time, were you not? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I was with them. TJ believe he was legal counsel 
for the Works Progress Administration and for Resettlement at the 
same time, but there was no relationship in our positions. I was with 
the Labor Division. 

Mr. Morris. Did Mr. Pressman have the opportunity to observe 
your work? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. Possibly. 

Mr. Morris. He went on to say here that you were an able economist, 
industrious, and your services were satisfactory, and you were con- 
sidered by him to be a man of good character, and he gave you a 
recommendation on the basis of your work with the Resettlement 
Administration in the Agriculture Department. 

Mr. Strvermaster. Yes. I was going to explain, one of the early 
assignments, among the early assignments I had, was investigation 
of the difficulties, troubles that the Resettlement Administration had 
with the so-called Hightstown project at Hightstown, N. J. Involved 
in that problem were the Amalgamated Garment Workers Union and 
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the Administration had a number of difficulties with them, and I was 
sent finally to find out what was the trouble and what could be done 
to overcome some of the difficulties, objections, that the union presum- 
ably had toward bringing industry into that project, into that 
development. 

Mr. Morrts. I wish you would raise your voice just a bit, Mr. 
Silvermaster. 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I said I was sent down there to see whether or 
not it would be possible to overcome the union’s objection to bringing 
industry to the Hightstown project, which was the project of resettle- 
ment of some garment workers from New York, and in the course of 
my duty I met with the people on the project, the management of the 
project, and then met with Mr. Dubinsky. We discussed the problem. 
Then I came back to Washington and reported on it. When I re- 
ported on that trip and the results that were obtained Lee Pressman 
was present at that meeting. That was the time T met him and he 
observed my work at the time. I think he was interested from the 
legal standpoint of what the problems were. 

Mr. Morris. Did Mr. Lee Pressman ever rate you in obtaining dif- 
ferent positions? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet Mr. Lee Pressman outside the office 
in other than his official duties? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question on the basis of 
the privilege granted me. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was Lee Pressman a member of the 
Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Have you read that Lee Pressman has admitted that 
he was a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell the committee whether or not you 
even read that in a newspaper ? 

Mr. SirverMaster. I really don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. You do not recall reading it? 

Senator Wreiker. Counsel, may I interrupt. 

The CuatrMan. Senator Welker. 

Senator Weixer. While you lived in Washington, Mr. Silvermaster, 
did you ever have any knowledge of a courier spy system occurring 
and operating here in the Nation’s Capital ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I claim the privilege of refusing to answer this 
question under the fifth amendment. 

Senator WeiKer. You refuse to answer that, and I take it you still 
refuse to answer, or should I ask you, if you had any part whatsoever 
in a courier spy system by which secret, confidential documents of the 
United States were stolen and photographed and then transferred to 
a foreign power ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I claim the privilege of refusing to answer this 
question under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Werner. You had nothing whatsoever to do with the 
courier spy system operating here in the Nation’s Capital ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer under the same privilege. 
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Senator Wenxrr. You also told me you refused to answer whether 
you operated or owned any photographic equipment. May I ask you 
this: Did you or anyone within your knowledge in your home photo- 
graph any top secret Government material and after processing the 
same did you or anyone within your knowledge transfer that to an 
agent of an alien power ? 

Mr. Sitvermasver. I refuse to answer that question under the 
privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Silvermaster, do you know Mr. William 
~Ulimann? 

Mr. Strvermaster. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. He is your business partner now, is he not? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. He is. 

The CuairmMan. Did he not reside in your home while you were a 
resident here in Washington ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. He did. 

The Cuatrman. Did Mr. William Ullmann own or operate photo- 
graphic equipment in your home while you were residing here in 
Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

The CuHarrman. You understand if he did not you could answer that 
question without going behind the fifth amendment, do you not? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer this question. 

The Cuamman. It would not incriminate you if he did not operate 
it; you understand that, do you not? Did you answer the last ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. What was the question ? ‘ 

The Cuarrman. If he did not operate it and your answer was 
“no” it would not incriminate you? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Weixer. In Government did you know a man by the name 
of Harold Glasser? 

Mr. Stpvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you read where he appeared before this com- 
mittee a few days ago and testified ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I noted it. 

Senator Weixer. But you do not want to tell this committee wheth- 
er or not you have ever met him ? 

Mr. Sizvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege. 

Senator WriKer. Did you ever know a man by the name of Harold 
Ware? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege. 

Senator Weiker. Have you ever read where Harold Ware operated 
a secret espionage ring contrary to the interests of the Government of 
the United States here in Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Stirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege. 

Senator Weixer. Have you ever read Whittaker Chambers’ book 
called “Witness” ? 
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Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege. 

Senator Weixer. You have heard Harold Ware’s name identified 
commonly as the Ware cell of espionage activity in this Capital, have 

ou? 

5 Mr. Stirvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the priv- 
ilege. 

Senator Weixker. Have you ever heard your own name, the Silver- 
master cell, used here in connection with Communist espionage ac- 
tivity ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I have seen such allegations about myself. 

Senator WetKeEr. Do you care to comment on that? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer this question. 

Senator Weiker. Notwithstanding the fact that you have seen those 
allegations, you do not wish to deny or admit anything on that line? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer this question. 

Senator Weixer. Under the fifth amendment? 

Mr. Strvermaster. Under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Silvermaster, you transferred from the Resettle- 
ment Administration of the Department of Agriculture to the Board 
of Economic Warfare during the war; did you not? 

Mr. Strvermaster. It was not a transfer. 

Mr. Morris. Pardon? 

Mr. Strvermaster. May I say that it was a leave, a leave from the 
Farm Security to the Board of Economic Warfare. 

Mr. Morris. You were on leave? 

Mr. Stnrvermaster. I was on leave. 

» Mr. Morris. Did anyone aid you in making that transfer ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I don’t recall. To the best of my recollection, 
Mr. Fisher, who was connected with the Europe and Africa Division, 
invited me. That was to the best of my recollection. 

Mr. Morris. Did Mr. Lauchlin Currie assist you in making that 
transfer ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. You just testified that the only person about whom you 
have knowledge in aiding you in that transfer was this Mr. Fisher. 
Now, did Mr. Currie aid you in this? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to introduce into the record 
here today some executive-session testimony that we had taken from 
Miss Elizabeth Bentley on August 14, 1951, before the Internal Se- 
curity Subcommittee. This was not made part of the public record 
at that time because Mr. Silvermaster was not involved in the inves- 
tigation then being conducted into the Institute of Pacific Relations. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. This is the testimony of Elizabeth Bentley of August 
14, 1951, in answer to the questions put to her: 

We have exhibits to show that Mr. Lauchlin Currie was a very active adviser 
and participant in the Institute ef Pacific Relations work. While we are intro- 
ducing those exhibits, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask Miss Bentley if she 
will testify concerning the relationship that Lauchlin Currie had to her particular 
activities in that period. 

Miss Bentirey. Yes. One of the espionage groups that I handled in Washing- 


ton, which I roughly call the Silvermaster group because the man who headed it 
was N. Gregory Silvermaster. 
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Question. Approximately how many people were in that group? 

Miss Benrtey. I think there were 8, 9, or 10. 

Senator Frrcuson. Silvermaster was in what section? 

Miss Bentiey. FSA, which is the Farm Security Administration, which is a 
part of the Agriculture Department, although for 6 months I think he was in 
the Board of Economic Warfare. 

Senator FERGUSON. Did you have trouble or difficulty in moving these agents 
that you had into strategic positions in Government or in the Army that you 
were talking about, that you did not want them where there was danger but you 
wanted them in strategic positions? For example, Silvermaster; did you have 
trouble moving people such as that, or how were they moved to strategic posi- 
tions so that you could get your information? 

Miss BentrLey. We didn’t have too much trouble. In the case of Silvermaster, 
he pulled strings and got in there. 

Senator Frrcuson. What were your avenues for placing people in strategic 
positions? 

Miss BENTLEY. I would say that two of our best ones were Harry Dexter White 
and Lauchlin Currie. They had an immense amount of influence and knew 
people and their word would be accepted when they recommended someone. 

The CHarrMAN. Harry Dexter White was in what department? 

Miss Bentiey. Undersecretary of the Treasury, under Mr. Morgenthau. 

Senator FEerGuSON. In other words, Currie and White were your instrumen- 
talities in putting people in strategic positions? 

Miss BENTLEY. I would say they were our most important ones. 

Senator FrerGusoN. Yes. Did you have any other ones? 

Miss Bentiey. Yes. I mean, whoever we had as an agent in the Government 
would automatically serve for putting someone else in. For example, Maurice 
Halperin was head of the Latin American Section in OSS, and we used him to 
get Helen Tenney in. 


Mr. Chairman, I might point out that Maurice Halperin was the 
same one who is the head of the Latin American department of 
Boston University at this time. 
eee we got one person in he got others, and the whole process continued like 
that. 

Senator Frrcuson. But if you desired to shift a person from one position to 
‘another position you would use White and Currie? 

Miss BeNtLtey. We would use White and Currie if we could. 

Would you say that, based on your knowledge, that Miss Bentley, 
she gave accurate testimony at that time? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator WreLker. Were you in San Francisco during the American 
waterfront strike in 1934 or 1935? 

Mr. SitvermMAsrer. Yes; I lived in San Francisco. 

Senator Wexixer. You lived there with your present wife? What 
is her name? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. Helen P. Silvermaster. 

Senator Werrxer. Did you ever meet a man by the name of Earl 
Browder in San Francisco during that time? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer that question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wetxer. I will ask you if it is not a fact that while you 
and Mrs. Silvermaster were living in San Francisco, Calif., during 
the time heretofore mentioned by me, Earl Browder came to your 
home when you were absent and sought sanctuary in your home to 
hide from officers who were searching for him? “i 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wreixrr. And I take it you want to deny that you ever 
knew or met Earl Browder? 
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Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Senator Wrixer. You, of course, knew he was the head of the 
Communist Party in the United States for many years; did you not? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 

Senator Wetker. Did you ever know a man by the name of Sam 
Darcy ? 

Mr. Stirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Senator WreLker. Would you care to tell me what Sam Darcy did, 
if you know ? 

Mr. Supvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Senator Wetxer. Do you know whether or not Sam Darcy and 
Earl Browder in Moscow, Russia, in 1935 or 1936, made a speech 
wherein they claimed credit for the Soviet Union, the Communist 
Party, for bringing about and perpetuating the waterfront strike in 
San Francisco in 1934 or 1935 that I have referred to? 

Mr. Srivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wetker. Do you have any knowledge about that speech 
made by Sam Darcy or Earl Browder in Moscow, Russia ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer that question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wetker. Do you know a man by the name of Walter 
Krivitzky, head of the Division of The Soviet Military Relations? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question sales the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wetker. Mr. Silvermaster, did you ever know a man by 
the name of William T. Stone? 

Mr. Strvermasrer. I claim the privilege—I don’t recall—I beg your 
pardon ? 

Senator WreiKer. Sir? 

Mr. Stivermaster. Will you please mention his name? 

Senator WreLxer. William T. Stone. If you do not recall just say 
so, or if you desire to claim your privilege you may. 

Mr. Sitvermastrer. I just don’t recall. 

Senator Wrixker. Very well. I will ask you, to help refresh your 
memory, whether or not you did not write him a letter on June 9, 1942, 
denying Communist Party membership ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Weixer. Was this Stone your superior in the BEW? 

Mr. Siivermaster. Now that you mention the association, he was. 
Senator Wreiker. You now recall Mr. Stone? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. Yes. 

Senator Wrixer. He was your superior in the Board of Economic 
Warfare ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. That’s right, sir. 

Senator Wre.ker. Do you recall writing the letter that I have just 
questioned you about ? 

Mr, Siivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. © 
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Senator Wetxer. You refuse to answer whether or not you wrote 
Mr. Stone denying membership in the Communist Party on June 9, 
1942? 

Mr. Sitrvermaster. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Were you ever propaganda director of the Fil- 
more section of the Communist Party in the State of California? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Weixer. Do you know anything or do you care to tell me 
anything about the Filmore section of the Communist Party in Cali- 
fornia? 

Mr. Sitrvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Senator Weiker. Proceed, counsel. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Silvermaster, reading from testimony before 
this committee in connection with the testimony of Miss Bentley, Mr. 
Morris asked this question: 


Did Lauchlin Currie ever perform a service involving Gregory Silvermaster? 
Miss Bentley replied: 


Yes. In early 1942, I think it was, we persuaded Gregory Silvermaster, who 
was in the FSA of the Agriculture Department, to get himself put on loan in 
the then Board of Economic Warfare, head of the Middle East division, because 
he would be more useful, and he had been there about 6 months when General 
Strong, who was then head of G—2, Army Intelligence, wrote a page and a half 
letter to Mr. Silvermaster’s superior, in which he pointed out that the OWI and 
the FBI and I think assorted police agencies on the west coast had notes on 
him proving he was disloyal, and asking that they remove him. And we told 
Gregory Silvermaster to go ahead and fight it and get as much support as he 
could, aS a result of which Mr. Currie put his influence in and persuaded Mr. 
Robert Patterson, who I think was then Acting Secretary of War, or Assistant 
Secretary of War, persuaded him that an injustice had been done, and, therefore, 
Mr. Silvermaster, instead of being completely fired out, was permitted to return, 
without any stain on his record, back to FSA in Agriculture. 

Do you recall these circumstances testified hereto ? 

Mr. Strvermasrer. I refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
ledge of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuairman. Did you know General Strong? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

The CHairman. Do you know Mr. Robert Patterson ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Silvermaster, we take it that your refusal to answer 
bearing on this episode is not related to the particular people that 
Senator Jenner asked you about? 

Mr. Stnvermaster. Pardon me? 

Mr. Morris. Your refusal to answer questions put to you by Senator 
Jenner now are based on this whole episode rather than your knowl- 
edge of these particular people; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I don’t quite understand. 

Mr. Morris. The reason that you are invoking your privilege when 
Senator Jenner asked about Mr. Patterson and General Strong is be- 
cause you do not want to give any testimony about this particular 
episode, rather than about your knowledge of these particular people? 
_ Mr. Sizvermaster. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
of the privilege of the fifth amendment. 
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The CuarrMan. Senator Welker. 

Senator Werxer. Mr. Silvermaster, did Elizabeth Bentley ever 
visit your home in Washington ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wreixer. Did a man by the name of George Silverman ever 
visit your home in Washington ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the same 
privilege. 

Senator Wetxer. Did you or did you not know George Silverman 
to be a courier of secret material to the Communist Party in the Soviet 
Union? 

Mr. Stnvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Werxer. Do you recall an incident one time when Miss 
Bentley was in your home in Washington when George Silverman 
came to your home to pick up some secret material ? 

Mr. StuverMaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Weixer. And that Miss Bentley met him only casually as 
he was going out the back door ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 

Senator WetKer. And after Mr. Silverman departed you and your 
wife had a conversation with Miss Bentley to the effect that Mr. Sil- 
verman was distressed because she, Miss Bentley, was present there 
and not known to the courier, Mr. Silverman ? 

Mr. Sinvermasrer. 1 refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator WeLxer. You want to refuse to answer whether or not Miss 
Bentley or whether or not Mr. Silverman were in your home together 
at a particular time in Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. StrvermMaster. i refuse to answer this question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the testimony that 
you have just read there of Miss Bentley on the transfer of Mr. 
Silvermaster to the Board of Economic Welfare, Mr. Mandel, do 
we have any documents from the files of Mr. Silvermaster which 
relate to the testimony read by Senator Jenner ? 

Mr. Manpet. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Will you proceed to put that into the record? 

Mr. Manne. This is a summary of a memorandum addressed to 
William T. Stone from N. Gregory Silvermaster, subject: Memo for 
General Strong, dated ‘une 9, 1942: 


Exuipsit No. 44 


I wish to thank you for the opportunity you have given me to comment on 
the very astonishing document concerning myself, which was prepared for 
General Strong, of the Wer Department, by the counterintelligence group under 
the signature of Col. J. T. Bissell, Chief, Counterintelligence Group * * *. 

Silvermaster then states that the evidence cited against him in Colonel Bis- 
sell’s memo is based pri? arily on two sources, one from ONI and one from 
another “reliable source.” In addition, “specific charge of laxity on my part 
in enforcing adequate se:vrity in the European-African Division of the BEW, 
which is also alleged te have been reliably reported. The principal charge 
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against me is that I was and presumably am now a Communist. This I deny 
categorically. I do not deny that I have dealt on many occasions with repre- 
sentatives of American labor and with professional groups who were alleged 
to have been Communists and some of whom I have come to know quite well 
in a business way.” He goes on to state that his wife’s brother-in-law is named 
Shumakoy, not Scherbakoff; not an agricultural economist but an interna- 
tionally distinguished authority on irrigation engineering; his (Silvermaster’s) 
wife came to United States in 1928 as companion to the family of Maj. Wallace 
Copeland Philoon, then United States assistant military attaché at Peking, who 
knew the Witte family before the revolution. * * * Denies Communist member- 
ship in Seattle underground in early twenties. * * * Was brought to Wash- 
ington not by Bloch but in response to a telegram from Dr. George Mitchell 
offering him Resettlement Administration position. 

At time of Bloch’s appointment to the Maritime Labor Board, a United 
States Senate committee investigated charges that he was a Communist, and 
found them baseless, following which Dr. Bloch was confirmed by the Senate. 
x x * “T met Dr. Bloch in 1922 and have known him socially and profession- 
ally. * * * The statement in the memorandum for General Strong that I was 
a vigorous Communist Party member at the time I worked for the Farm Security 
Board is nonsensical. I have been smeared for promoting migratory-labor camps 
* * =” ete. With respect to the security matters * * * “Mr. Hllenger of 
my Division (BEW) submitted a memorandum to me May 25 requesting approval 
of additional personnel for his unit. The memorandum included a statement 
that the following requirements would be maintained for group assistants: 
College degree with completion of course indicating interest in international 
problems, reading knowledge of German and one other European language, ‘both 
parents must be born in the U.S. A.’ I objected to the last because if I accepted 
his recommendations, I would have to request his, Ellinger’s, resignation, and 
would have to relinquish my own position with the Board,’ * * * the condi- 
tion was “un-American and undemocratic as recognizing classes of citizenship,” 
ete., and such restrictions would not enhance the security within the BHW. 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, have we also a notation from General 
Strong to Gen. Hayes A. Kromer in connection with the same matter? 
Mr. Manpet. We have, from a memo here reading as follows: 


TxHipit No. 444 
JUNE 17, 1942. 

In files of Military Intelligence. 
From: Gen. George V. Strong. F 
To: Brig. Gen. Hayes A. Kromer. H 

General Strong states that the position of G—2 in this matter is that the em- 
ployees of Government departments who have access to classified information 
should be “like Caesar’s wife, above reproach” and suspicion. G—2’s opinion 
having been asked in relation to Mr. Silvermaster, wé adhere to our opinion that 
he should not be employed where he has access to confidential or secret infor- 
mation. : 


Mr. Morris. Do we have another letter from the War Department, 
Mr. Mandel, in connection with this matter ? 

Mr. Manne. We have here a letter from the War Department dated 
July 3, 1942, addressed to Hon. Milo Perkins, Board of Economic War- 
fare, Washington, D.C. Subject: Mr. Nathan Gregory Silvermaster. 


i. 


HxuHisit No. 45 


Dear Mr. PERKINS: I have personally made an examination of the case and have 
discussed it with Maj. Gen. G. V. Strong, G-2. I am-fully satisfied that the facts 
do not show anything derogatory to Mr. Silvermaster’s character or loyalty to 
the United States and that the charges in the report of June 3 are unfounded. 

I request that the copy of the report of June 3 in your files be returned to the 
War Department. 

Yours very truly, itr 
KKOBERT P, PATTERSON, 
yp nder Secretary of War. 


4 ( 


382918°—53—pt. 3 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Silvermaster, at that time were you a Communist, 
at the time of the transfer ? 

Mr. Stnvermaster. I refuse to answer under the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Was that statement that you gave a truthful statement 
about your being a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. SirverMasrer. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Had you previously been a member of the Communist 
underground in Seattle? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the 
privilege. 

Senator Wetker. Counsel, may I have a question ? 

The CHatmrman. Senator Welker. 

Senator Wevker. Did Elizabeth Bentley ever visit in the basement 
of your home in Washington, D. C.? 

Mr. Sriuvermasrer. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege ? 

Senator WrLxer. Are you familiar with the testimony wherein, on 
page 610 of the House Un-American Activities Committee hearings, 
published under Public Law 601, Miss Bentley stated that Mr. Ullman, 
the Silvermasters, and Elizabeth Bentley were the only people familiar 
with the photographic apparatus in the basement of your home ? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the 
privilege. 

Senator WELKER. Did you ever own a Contax camera ? 

Mr. Srivermastrer. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Senator Wetker. Are you also familiar with her testimony wherein 
Miss Bentley testified that she saw huge stacks of confidential top- 
secret Government documents in your basement which were being 
photographed and processed for transmission to the Communist Party 
in the Soviet Union ? 

Mr. SirvermMaster. I refuge to answer this question under the 
privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wenxer. Are you also familiar with her testimony given 
on page 611 of the same document heretofore referred to—— 

Mr. Sivermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the 
privilege. 

Senator Wrerxer. I have not finished my question. 

Mr. Sttvermaster. I beg your pardon. 

Senator Werixrr. Wherein she stated in the latter part of 1942 
when the workload of the couriers became rather heavy that it was 
impossible for you to do all of the processing in the basement of 
your home, and, as a result of this, they were to photograph documents 
only and then return the film to Miss Bentley, who took it to New 
York for complete processing and then from there send it to the 
Soviet Union through the Communist apparatus? Are you familiar 
with that testimony ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer that question under the priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Silvermaster, I notice that in your file Mr. Lauchlin 
Currie, Washington, D. C., occupation: Administrative Assistant to 
the President, had been contacted by the investigating authorities in 
1945, and he was listed among three people here. He is the first of 
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three people who commented favorably concerning your character 
and reputation. This is a paper taken from your file. It says on 
this paper : 

The length of acquaintance with Mr. Lauchlin Currie and yourself was 6 
years. 

That was in 1945. Now, when did you first meet Lauchlin Currie? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you in fact use Lauchlin Currie as a reference ? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator WeLxer. Mr. Silvermaster, may I have one more question ? 
In your opening testimony given at this session a few moments ago, 
about an hour ago, you, under oath, made the statement, which has 
been repeated here several times “I am a loyal citizen. I have never 
betrayed the interests of the United States. I am not and have never 
been a security risk.” I will ask you again, as of this very moment, 
Mr. Silvermaster, are you a secret agent of the Communist Party en- 
gaged in active espionage and sabotage against the Government of the 
United States? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next Government assignment after re- 
turning from BEW, Mr. Silvermaster ? 

Mr. Stzvermaster. With Farm Security Administration. 

Mr. Morrrs. What? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. Farm Security Administration. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay with the Farm Security 
Administration ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. Throughout most of the war period. 

Mr. Morris. What year, to be specific ? 

Mr. SinverMasterR. Until about 45, I believe. Iam notclear on that. 

Mr. Morris. Were you also with the War Assets Administration ? 

Mr. Sirvermasrer. Later on I transferred, not to War Assets 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us about your assignment with War 
Assets Administration 4 

Mr. Srnvermastrer. Under the War Assets Administration I was 
Chief Economist for the War Assets Administration. 

Mr. Morris. Would you give us a brief description of your job as 
the Chief Economist for the War Assets Administration ? 

Mr. Sitivermaster. The general duties was to analyze the various 
types of surplus properties to determine their marketability to the 
commercial field, to help in determining the level of prices at which 
they should be moved for a brief time under the division to participate 
in the analysis of the war plants that were to be sold to private in- 
dustry. 

Mr. Morris. Would you raise your voice a bit? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. lo analyze the plants owned by the Government 
which were to be turned back to private industry, and to make recom- 
mendations to Congress on the disposition of those plants. 

Mr. Morris. In that capacity did you have access to confidential 
Government information ? 
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Mr. Sirvermaster. I had access to all the information that was 
within the War Assets Administration. 

Mr. Morris. Was any of that classified ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morrts. You don’t recall? 

Mr. Sirvermasrer. I don’t believe any of it was classified. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you hold that position as the Chief 
Economist of War Assets Administration ? 

Mr. Srivermasrer. For several months. I don’t recall now. 

Mr. Morrts. That was in the year 1946? 

Mr. StrvermMaster. 7°46, I believe. You see—may I explain? 

Mr. Morris. By all means. I would lke you to give us as full an 
explanation of all these job assignments as possible. 

Mr. Strvermaster. The War Assets Administration was formed by 
merging a number of surplus disposal agencies of the Government. 
The last stage before the formation of the “War Assets Administration 

was the RFC, and the RFC brought together the Consumer Goods 
Division, which was under the Commerce Department, and the pro- 
ducers Goods Division, which was under RFC. I do not recall who 
had responsibility for plants, but all of these were merged into one 
agency known as the War Assets Administration. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you retain that position ? 

Mr. Srivermasrer. I don’t recall the exact time. Under the War 
Assets Administration perhaps 

Mr. Morrts. Was that your last Government employment ? 

Mr. Sinvermasrer. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Until 1947? 

Mr. Srivermaster. 1946, I believe. 

Mr. Morrts. What month in 1946; do you know? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like te make reference to the 
report that we introduced the other day during the testimony of 
Harold Glasser, and that was the report that was “referred to by Vice 
President Nixon in his speech while he was then Congressman Nixon 
on the floor of the House of Representatives in 1950, in which he 
made reference to a November 1945 report. In that report I would 
like to call your attention, Mr. Chairman, to this statement : 


The espionage groups with which Bentley worked were primarily employees 
of the United States Government stationed in Washington, D. C. The head 
of the most important group originally run by Golos was N. Gregory Silvermaster, 
at one time an employee of the Department of Labor and now connected with the 
United States Treasury Department. Another member of this group who resides 
with Silvermaster is William L. Ullman, a major of the United States Army Air 
Forces, stationed at the Pentagon Building, who has been responsible for the 
obtaining and photographing of classified information regarding United States 
Government war plans and also reports of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
copies of which had been furnished to G—2 of the Army at the Pentagon 
Building. 

The purpose of referring to that is that this report was being cir- 
culated within the Government i in 1945. 

Senator JENNER. It may go in the record and become a part of the 
record. 

(The document referred to appears in the testimony of Harold 
Glasser as exhibit 12 on pp. 71-73.) 

Mr. Morrts. Mr. Silvermaster, did you ever take an oath of office 
in connection with your Government employment ? 
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Mr. Sitvermaster. I did. 
Mr. Morris. I would like to show you a copy of an oath taken from 
your file, which reads in this fashion : 


I, Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, pursuant to a discussion with W. G. Wood- 
ford, and having been duly sworn by him, depose and say of my own free will 
and accord as follows: 

Because of the present hostilities between the United States and the Axis 
countries; because I have close relatives residing in the Axis countries or in 
territory dominated by them; and because of my present or proposed employment 
with the Government service, it is understandable that pressure might be exerted 
upon me to divulge certain information, possessed or procurable, which could 
be deemed of value by those countries and their allies. 

At the present time I have no relatives living in Axis or Axis-controlled 
countries. 

My wife did have relatives living in parts of Russia which may have been 
Axis dominated for a time. She has not heard from them since 1936 and does 
not know their whereabouts or whether they are living or dead at the present 
time. Neither my wife nor myself correspond with anyone living in Russia. 

I realize that under the Hspionage Act it is unlawful to obtain or permit to 
be obtained information affecting national defense, also unlawful to disclose 
information affecting national defense, and that any such violations of this act 
can be prosecuted in court. In the event that any pressure is brought upon me 
to divulge or to procure information in connection with the defense program of 
the United States, or of any other nature concerning the United States Govern- 
ment, I declare that I shall at once inform my immediate supervisor of such fact. 


N. GREGORY SILVERMASTER. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of June 1944. 
W.G. Wooprorp, Agent. 
Do you remember signing that affidavit ? 
Mr. Sttvermasrer. | refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
iege of the fifth amendment. 
Senator Weixer. Was any pressure at any time ever brought on you 
to divulge or secure information in connection with the defense pro- 


- gram of the United States or any other nation concerning the United 


States Gevernment ? 

Mr. Stivermasrer. I claim the privilege of refusing to answer this 
question under the fifth amendment. 

Senator Weixer. And if that pressure were brought upon you, 
did you at any time immediately inform your supervisor of such 
fact ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the priv- 
ilege of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Weikrr. You never told anybody that anybody wanted 
any information from you, did you, Mr. Silvermaster? 

Mr. Sttvermasrter. I refuse to answer this question under the same 


privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Are you acquainted with a man named Robert A. 
Brady ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 


Mr. Morris. Are you acquainted with a man named Robert Merri- 
man ? 

Mr. Stivermasrer. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Silvermaster, right after the year 1945 and 
directing your attention to the prior question about the disclosures 
made by the now Vice President Nixon, I will ask you if it is not a 
fact that notwithstanding the disclosures made that you were dis- 
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loyal to the United States Government, you were actually advanced 
in rank and given a raise and promotion in Government ? 

Mr. Sitnvermaster. I don’t get—is that a question? What was the 
question? I don’t get it. 

Senator Werxer. In 1945 or shortly after that date, I will ask 
you if it is not a fact that you were given an advancement, a promo- 
tion, a higher grade and at a higher salary in the Government of the 
United States ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. That is true. 

Mr. Morris. Senator Welker, I would like to point out that, accord- 
ing to that memorandum, some of the documents that he had actually 
turned over, according to this memorandum, had been actually ob- 
tained by the intelligence authorities. 

Now on how many occasions have you visited the White House, 
Mr. Silvermaster ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. As I recall, about two occasions. 

Mr. Morris. What were the circumstances of your visit to the White 
House on those two occasions ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. General reception. 

Mr. Morrts. Who invited you? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I do not recall. 

Mr. Morris. You do not recall who invited you? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. No. 

Mr. Morris. Is it your testimony that you have been at the White 
House on only two occasions and you cannot recall who invited you? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. At the White House proper I do not recall. 

The Cuatrman. Who was present when you were there? 

Mr. Strvermaster. Literally hundreds and hundreds of people. 

The Cuarrman. Literally hundreds and hundreds of people. Did 
you meet the President? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. No. 

The Cuatrman. Did you meet the President’s wife? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morrts. You mean you cannot recall whether you met the wife 
of the President of the United States? 

Mr. Stirvermaster. That’s true. 

Mr. Morrts. Is that your testimony ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. That’s right. 

The Cuatrman. You have been in Government all these years and 
you do not remember anyone else being present at the time? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I do not recall. I think the time I was there— 
I don’t remember whether the Vice President stood in the reception 
line or whether Mrs. Roosevelt stood in the reception line. I really 
don’t remember. 

Mr. Morris. And you cannot recall who invited you? 

Mr. Strvermasrer. I don’t recall. 

Senator Wreixer. Was Alger Hiss there? 

Mr. Smivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the priv- 
ilege. 

Mr. Morris. You made a distinction there, the White House proper, 
Mr. Silvermaster. The old State Department Building served for a 
period of time as an extension of the White House. Are you ac- 
quainted with that fact ? 
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Mr. Stuvermaster. It was mentioned to me the other day at the 
executive session. I didn’t know that the old State Department was 
known as the old White House. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been in the old State Department Build- 
ing? 

Mr. Stnvermaster. I was. 

Mr. Morris. Whom did you visit in that old State Department 
building ? 

Mr. Stuvermasrter. I visited the office of 

Mr. Morris. I can’t hear you. I wish you would speak up a bit, 
please. 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I visited the office of Ambassador—it was a con- 
ference attended by representatives of the Board of Economic War- 
fare. 

Mr. Morrts. What ambassador was that? 

Mr. Sritvermaster. From Spain. 

Mr. Morris. Who was he? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Morris. Whom else did you visit in that building? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever visit Lauchlin Currie in that building? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know that Lauchlin Currie was one of the 
executive assistants to the President of the United States and, as such, 
had an office in the old State Department Building? Do you know 
that ? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

The Cuatrman. You have answered the question that you visited 
back and forth with Harry Dexter White and so forth. You knew 
Lauchlin Currie, did you not? 

Mr. Stirvermastrr. The question wasn’t phrased. 

The CHamman. Well, you knew Lauchlin Currie, did you not? 
Mr. Stnvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you visit Lauchlin Currie in the old State Depart- 
ment Building, which was an extension of the White House? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet Owen Lattimore in that building? 

Mr. Srivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you know Owen Lattimore? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you know another Executive Assistant to the Presi- 
dent named David Niles? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever met with David Niles? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever attended meetings with David Niles? 
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Mr. SitvermasterR. [I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Max Lowenthal? 

Mr. SunvermasteR. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever have conversations with Max Lowenthal ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named David Wahl? 

Mr. Strrvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever have any meetings with David Wahl? 
Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer that question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, are any of those three individuals 
I just asked you about connected in any way with the Communist 
apparatus ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. You know Mr. Edward U. Condon, do you not? 

Mr. StnvermMaster. Yes. 

Mr. Morrts. In fact, you once asked Mr. Condon for technical assist- 
ance when you were working with the War Assets Administration, 
did you not? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. Yes. 

Mr. Morrts. Will you tell us about that? 

Mr. Sttvermasrer. I didn’t ask him for technical assistance. We 
discussed the possibility of exchange of service between the Burean 
of Standards and the War Assets Administration whereby the Bureau 
of Standards would inspect some of the war surplus materials to de- 
termine their contents and the War Assets Administration, in return. 
would provide the Bureau with machine tools that they needed and 
that War Assets might have in its possession. We discussed that 
possibility and nothing developed of it. 

Mr. Morris. In that connection, Mr. Condon visited you at your 
home, did he not ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. On several occasions ? 

Mr. Sirvermastrer. On 2 or 3 occasions. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Morris. Did he ever go into your basement? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. You won’t tell us whether Mr. Condon ever went into 
the basement of your home? 

Mr. Stivermasrer. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Harry Dexter White arranged to get an assignment 
for you to Bretton Woods, did he not? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give us the circumstances of your being as- 
signed to Bretton Woods by Harry Dexter White ? 

Mr. Sruvermaster. He had asked that I attend the conference in 
the capacity of a consultant. 

Mr. Morrts. And did you attend in that capacity ? 


Se 
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Mr. Sitvermaster. I attended the conference.. I was there for a 
_ day or two and left because of an attack of asthma, so, in effect, I did 
not attend the conference. 

Mr. Morris. You did not ? 

Mr. Sitvermasrer. I did, but then I left after a day of two because 
of a severe attack of asthma. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you know that Frank Coe was the Technical Sec- 
retary to the Bretton Woods Monetary Conference ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer under the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Frank Coe? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. | refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, do we have a letter in the file bearing on 
the request of Mr. White that Mr. Silvermaster be assigned to the 
Bretton Woods conference? 

Mr. Manpex. We have a letter dated June 23, 1944, addressed to 
Mr. Harry D. White, Assistant to the Secretary, Treasury Depart- 
ment, Washington, D. C.: 


Exuisit No. 46 


DEAR Mr. WHITE: This is in reference to your letter of June 16, 1944. We are 
agreeable to the detail of Dr. Gregory Silvermaster to the United Nations Mone- 
tary and Financial Conference as one of the technical secretaries to the United 
States delegation. 

It is our understanding that this detail will begin on July 1, lasting for 2 or 3 
weeks, and that Dr. Silvermaster’s transportation and other expenses will be 
paid from the Conference funds. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANK HANCOCK, 
Administrator. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may that go into the record. 

Senator JENNER. That may go in the record and become part of it. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 46” and was 
read above in full by Mr. Mandel.) 

Mr. Morris. Did Mr. Harry Dexter White visit you at your home? 

Mr. Strvermaster. He did. 

Mr. Morris. On how many occasions? 

Mr. SrtvermMaster. Several. 

Mr. Morris. Who were present on the occasions that Mr. White 
visited you at your home? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 


| lege of the fifth amendment. 


“Mr. Morris. Did - Mr. Harry Dexter White ever go into your 


basement ? 


Mr. Srivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have sworn testimony before our 
committee that Michael Greenberg, one of the assistants to Lauchlin 
Currie in the White House, was an organized Communist. 

Did you ever visit Michael Greenberg y 

Mr. Sirvermasrer. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Michael Greenberg ? 

Mr. Sttvermasrer. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

32918°—53—pt. 3 
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Mr. Morris. Did you ever attend meetings with Michael Greenberg? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same, 

privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Was Michael Greenberg ever at your home? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 

privilege. 

Mr. Morris. What were your duties at Bretton Woods? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall that I had any because I didn’t 

ee in any activities. As IT said, from the very beginning I 
had a terrific attack of asthma and I had to leave within a day or so. 

Mr. Morris. You established the Kuropean-African Division of the 

Bureau of Economic Warfare? 

Mr. SirverMasteER. I did not establish it. 

Mr. Morris. Did you aid in the establishment of it? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I did aid in the establishment of it. 

Mr. Morris. Was there a charge brought against you that you were 

lax in supporting security in that division? 

Mr. SitvermMasTer. I refuse to answer that under the privilege of the’ 

fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know aman named Allan Rosenberg ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. : 

Mr. Morris. Did you have any friend of yours who worked in the 
Office of the Secretary of War during the period 1942? 

Mr. SttvermasterR. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris, Did you confer with anyone in Secretary of War Pat- 
terson’s office in connection with the clearance that was arranged with 
that office that was read into the record a while ago ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the fifth” 
amendment. . 

Mr. Morris. Had Frank Coe ever helped you in obtaining transfers 
from one Government job to another ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

“Mr. Morris. Have you ever been a consultant on agricultural ques- 
tions for the White House? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been at the home of Louise Bransten ? 

Mr. SitverMAsTeER. I refuse to answer the question under the sam 
privilege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a meeting in the home of Louise Brans- 
ten, together with Mr. Lee Pressman and Paul Robeson ? | 
; Mr. Stuvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 

ege. 

‘Senator Werker. Mr. Silvermaster, did you ever know Barbara 
Hoffmeister ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall the name. } 

Mr. Morris. Do you know aman named Solomon Adler ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

“Mr. Morris. Have you ever met at any time Paul Robeson ? 
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Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
‘lege of the fifth amendment. 

“Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to put into the reccrd 
at this time, just without any connotation of any kind, the employees 
that worked under Mr. Silvermaster while he was in a particular 
Government post. 

The CHarrman. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have here a list of people who worked 
in the War Assets Administration under Mr. Silvermaster. It is a 
three-page list. I would like it to go in the record. It also contains 
their separation date and the Government agencies or other assign- 
ments that they had after they left this assignment with Mr. Silver- 
master. 

The CHatrman. It may go in the record and become a part of the 
record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 47” and is as 
follows: ) 


ExHIsit No. 47 


Names of employees who worked under Dr. N. G. Silvermaster at War Assets 
Administration but who are no longer employed by War Assets Administration 


‘ 
U rats 
Name eopereuon Remarks 
Addington, Harold E________- Aug. 29,1947 | Resigned; to accept other position. 
jAlbaugh, elon Hisale ese Feb. 16,1947 | Labor Department, Wage and Hour. 
Amerson. Paul. Hia- 225.25 Jan. 28,1947 | Department of Commerce, Personnel Operations. 
Atlas, M: Artin. Se Oe Nov. 2,1945 | Treasury Department, Tax Legislative. 
[Bauer, Osephiiea ts eases Oct. 10,1947 | Resigned; private industry. 
‘Bennett, William a2. se = Mar. 7,1948 | Munitions Board. 
‘Ber nstein, Wouish a eS Nov. 18, 1947 | Reduced in force. 
‘Bernstein, Thelvina___-__-__- Feb. 7,1947 | Resigned; maternity. 
Blaine, Irving 1 ee eee Sept. 6,1945 | Resigned. 
Brisker, iBernicels ene sass June 30,1947 | Reduced in force. 
Evan, Naomi Hi----------2_- Mar. 28, 1948 | Department of Commerce, Office of International Trade. 
Mey ALD CL ss se e=n tease eles May 21,1946 | National Housing Agency. 
Cohen, Pauline S___....---_-_ Dec. 22,1946 | Veterans’ Administration. 
bbs duucille Wo 222 es ss Feb. 2,1947 | Navy Department, Naval Research. 
deLaski, HdgariGe sees set ose Aug. 13,1947 | War Department, Far East. 
ideHaas, Miriam ______-__-_- Dec. 2, 1947 | Civil Service Commission. 
Dubuque, Joseph G__________ Jan. 15,1947 | Federal Housing Administration. 
Wann-wtelen WH... --=-===_- May 1,1946 | War Department, Far East. 
men eAT i hure 2-222 Aug. 10,1948 | Economie Cooperation Administration. 
pHishman, | Weosce -- tea o. Su = Sept. 12, 1947 | Resigned; to accept teaching position. 
irechtman, Julian__---—_-=- == July 31,1947 | Navy Department; Pearl Harbor, T. H. 
/Fullerton, Bradford N_-------| June 24,1946 | Civilian Production Administration. 
TiN bie a Sept. 5,1947 | Reduced in force. 
iiman, Joseph’ Mis2--_=2_-- Mar. 31,1948 | To apply for retirement annuity. 
SSI AM EUG I) Ble 2 ee ee Nov. 30,1947 | Reduced in force. 
iHendricks, Emmie-----__.__- Feb. 24,1947 | Resigned; to accept another position. 
IMill, Theresa Ann-__._-______ May 15,1947 | Resigned; to care for child. 
mifoch, Myron L___-.-.-..--_- Mar. 31, 1947 | Resigned; private industry. 
miioman, ‘Paul. T 22022-2222 22 Aug. 6,1946 | Resigned, leaving city. 
iMautman, Jacob) Jiz=-5--=--- = Sept. 19, 1947 | Resigned; to accept another position. 
Kegan, Lawrence_...-.-----_- July 2,1946 | National Housing Agency, Office of the Administrator. 
istin, WMiarceliS 2325-2225 = Jan. 15,1947 | Resigned; to resume education. 
Korn, Alexander 3___--.--_-_- June 30,1948 | Reduction in force. 
Ksrixteins Simon:-- 2.5.22 -22. 2 July 31,1946 | War Department, Berlin. 
ewins; eon -=-+—"-s20- 2. = June 30,1947 | Reduced in force. 
ipton, Gladys Ro2----- = 22 Dee. 14,1947 | Federal Security Agency, Office of Education. 
McFarland, Althea..-.-.---_- Jan. 15,1947 | Reduced in force. 
MMullenbach, Philip_..---___- Oct. 30,1947 | Atomic Energy Commission. 
November, Harold B___-____- June 30,1947 | Reduced in force. 
eine ill Stuart Aj eens 22 | eae do Federal Communications Commission, 
2 GUAR LE WO) ee es ee Gone Reduced in force. 
Quesenberry, Ruby I__-_-___- June 22,1947 | War Department, Chief of Transportation. 
Rosenbaum, Arthur R__-____ April 30, 1948 | Resigned while under investigation. 
oyster, Percy’ H---------2 2. Mar. 27,1948 | Department of Commerce, Office of International Trade. 
Rutledge, Edward____________ Oct. 20,1946 | National Housing Agency. 
WShere, Della M. Ebert________ Jan. 20,1947 | Reduced in force. 
Silverman, Constance__-____- Dec. 1,1946 | Central Intelligence Group. 


See footnote at end of table. 


Names of employees who worked under Dr. N. G. Silvermaster at War Assets 
Administration but who are no longer employed by War Assets Administra- 
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Separation 


Name date Remarks 
SlevensViortoness-eee-eee Dee. 29,1946 | Civil Aeronautics Board. 
Snyders Harold's -seeseeee ee Apr. 21,1946 | National Housing Agency. 
Stemer.Arminiel se oa Dec. 3,1947 | Navy Department, Office of Naval Research. 
Stoner, bal Mies see Apr. 9,1946 | National Housing Agency. 
Sturm, Herman M.4_________- Feb. 19,1946 | War Shipping Administration. 
Tabor, Beulah Bri July 2,1946 | Civilian Production Administration. 
Talbert, Malvern C____.____- July 6,1948 | Munitions Board. - 
Taubler, Gertrude E_-----_-_- Oct. 20,1946 | Veterans’ Administration. 
FRR OMAS a ELOSOy eee a ee May 2,1946 | National Housing Agency. 
Toncich, Gertrude A___------ June 21,1946 | Resigned; leaving city. 
Walsh Miary:@ se 2. 2-2) = June 30,1947 | World Bank and Monetary Fund. 
Waterston, Albert__-...-.--_- June 30,1946 | Reimbursable from State Department, 
Wexler, Hilda J_______.-..___| July 14,1946 | Civilian Production Administration. 
Weisberger, Huge E_________- Oct. 19,1947 | Department of Internal Revenue. 
Wiuchters Juanita 222-2 Aug. 23,1946 | Resigned; Red Cross overseas. 
Wynne, William H___--______ May 31,1948 | Treasury Department, Office of International Trade. 


1 Treasury Procurement employee. 


2 Department of Commerce, Office of Surplus Property employee. 
8 On furlough. 


4 Reconstruction Finance Corporation, War Assets Corporation. 


Mr. Morris. I would like to ask you a few questions about some of 
these people. Did William B. Bennett work under you in the War 
Assets Administration ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I believe so. 

Mr. Morris. Did you aid in having him assigned to War Assets? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. Possibly. I just don’t remember. / 

Mr. Morris. Did you know a man named Louis Bernstein, a sub- 
ordinate of yours in the War Assets Administration ? / 

Mr. Sirvermaster. The name I just don’t recall. } 

Mr. Morris. You cannot testify whether or not you aided him in~ 
obtaining employment there? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I don’t recall. 


a 
2 


Mr. Morris. Did you know a women named Bernice Brisker, 
B-r-i-s-k-er ? 


Mr. Sitvermaster, I don’t recall. | 
Mr. Morris. Did a man named Arthur Eden work under you there? 


Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall. 
Mr. Morris. Did Leo Fishman ? 
Mr. Strvermaster. Yes. There was a Leo Fishman. 
Mr. Morris. Did you aid him in getting an appointment? 
Mr. Sirvermaster. Yes. He was in Farm Security. 

Mr. Morris. How about Julian Frechtman, F-r-e-c-h-t-m-a-n? Did 
you ever aid in getting Julian Frechtman in that agency ? 

Mr. SttvermMaster. I don’t recall the name. 

Mr. Morris. Myron L. Hoch? Did Myron L. Hoch work under 
you in War Assets? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Does the name of Jacob Kaufman 

Mr. SttverMAstTer. Yes. He was in the Farm Security Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. Morris. And you brought him with you to the War Assets. 
Did you know Lawrence Kegan, K-e-g-a-n. 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall the name. 

Mr. Morris. Philip Mullenbach. 
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Mr. Strvermaster. Yes; I recall the name. 

Mr. Morris. Harold B. November. 

Mr. Strvermastrer. Yes; I recall the name. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first meet Harold November? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t remember. He was with the Farm 
Security. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you know him in any capacity other than meeting 
him in his office ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. No. I don’t know. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t recall or you do not know? 

Mr. StiverMaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. May all these go into the record ? 

The CrarrMan. They were “made a part of the record. 

Mr. Morrts. Just as is. 

Mr. Sirvermaster. May I comment? 

Mr. Morris. You may. 

Mr. StrvermMastrr. There were mergers of several research agen- 
cies. Those mergers were going on “all the time. I might have 
known these people and they “might have been brought into ‘the divi- 
| sion without my even knowing them. 

Mr. Morris. I understand that. 

The Crarrman. Your answer was you did not recall these people. 

Mr. Morris. Did you have any assistants who went: with you from 
one Government agency to another? 

Mr. Stirvermaster. As far as I recall, several members of the staff 
/in the Farm Security Administration went with me to the War 
| Assets. 
| Mr. Morris. Who were they? 

Mr. Strvermasrer. As I recall, Mr. Kaufman was one of them and 
November possibly. I don’t really know. No, I really don’t remem- 
ber whether he was in the War Assets or not. 

Mr. Morris. Did you make any recommendations as to who should 
be assigned with you in these various transfers ? 

Mr. Stuvermasrer. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Charles S. Flato? 

Mr. Strvermasrer. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

“Mr. Morris. Were you ever a member of the United Federal Work- 
ers of America ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a woman named Margaret Ostrov No- 
vember, the wife of Harold November, about whom we have just asked 
you a few questions ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I believe I met her. 

Mr. Morris. When did you meet her? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you know a man named Henry Beitscher, B-e-i-t- 
s-c-h-e-r, an official of the United Federal Workers ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t recall? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you know a man named David Ziskind ? 
Mr. SrivermMaster. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Who is David Ziskind ? 
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Mr. Strvermasrer. Lawyer. 

Mr. Morris. In Washington? What was the occasion of your 
meeting him ? 

Mr. Stivermasrer. I don’t recall. I have known him rather 
vaguely. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Boris Skvirsky, S-k-v-i-r- 
s-k-y ¢ 

Mr. StnvermMaster. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. He was an unofficial representative of the Soviet Union 
in this country, was he not ? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. That’s right. 

Mr. Morrrs. Did you ever meet him ? 

Mr. Sitvermaster. I did. 

Mr. Morris. For what purpose did you meet him? 

Mr. Strvermaster. To thank him for helping my brother who was 
a friend of his to emigrate from Australia to this country. 

Mr. Morris. What year was that, roughly ? 

Mr. StiverMasrer. 1926 or 19 eaiih really don’t remember. He 
happened to be in San Francisco and I saw his name in the paper, 
found out where he stayed, and I just went 

Mr. Morris. How did he aid your brother in emigrating from Aus- 
tralia? 

Mr. Srivermaster. My brother and he were friends in Australia. 

Mr. Morris. Is that your brother Arkady ? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. That’s right. That was around 1910, 1911, or 
1912. In 1926 or 1927 my br other wanted to come to this country to 
immigrate. No; it wasn’t that. I don’t recall the circumstances, 
whether it was his wife who had difficulty in coming here or he had 
difficulty in coming in. And, so, either he wrote or asked me to write 
to Mr. Skvir sky or “somebody else, and I wrote to Senator Borah asking 
for intercession on behalf of my brother’s wife. Idon’t recall. Those 
were the circumstances. 

Mr. Morris. During 1940 did you investigate for the Maritime Labor 
Board a mutiny aboard a ship ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. You don’t recall the incident ? 

Mr. Strvermasrer. No; I don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. You do not remember investigating a mutiny aboard 
a ship in 1940? 

Mr. Stivermaster. No; TI don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Did Lauchlin Currie ever visit at your home at 5515 
380th Street NW., Washington ? 

Mr. SitverMaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 
Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Sam Kagel, K-a-g-e-1? 


lege. 
Mr. Morrts. That is Mr. Kagel of the War Manpower Commission. 
Mr. Stivermaster. I beg your pardon? 


Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question “under the privi-— 


Mr. Morrts. Mr. Kagel \ was with the War Manpower Commission, — 


was he not ? 


Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 


lege of the fifth amendment. 


Pe Ae Se 
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Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Atomboy Kheifitz, K-h-e-i- 
f-i-t-z? The first name is A-t-o-m-b-o-y. 

Mr. StiverMaster. I don’t recall the name. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you know Paul Radin, R-a-d-i-n? 

Mr. SirvermMaster. I refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you recommend Paul Radin for a position to one 
Henry Alsberg in connection with the Federal Writers project? 

Mr. StrvermastTEr. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Edwin Smith of the National Labor Re- 
lations Board ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Mary Van Kleeck? 

Mr. Stpvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 
Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet Mary Van Kleeck in San Francisco ? 
Mr. StrverMaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 
Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Haakon Chevalier? 
Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 
Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was Haakon Chevalier at the 
University of California during the late 1930's? 
Mr. StnverMaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever meet man named Joseph Fels Barnes? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Anna Falcoff ? 

Mr. Sitvermasrer. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 

Mr. Morris. She was a former landlady of yours, was she not ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, was she considered by the Seattle 
Police Department to have been a Communist ? 

Mr. Sirvermasrer. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a person named Elton L. Guthrie of 
Seattle ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Sam Walters? 

Mr. Sitrvermasrer. I refuse to answer under the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know his wife? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 


Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Richard Sasuly, S-a-s-u- 


Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. py I 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever employ him in the Farm Security Admin- 
istration in Washington ? 
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Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you recommend him for any other Government 
employment ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know that he gave you as a reference on August 
3, 1945, for the position of commercial specialist, Foreign Funds Con- 
trol Division of the Treasury Department ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you recommend him for a position in Germany 
directing major research and investigative work for the Treasury 
Department in the Supreme Headquarters of the Allied Expedi- 
tionary Force in Germany ? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the privi- 
lege. 

Mr. Morris. Is Mrs. Sasuly a friend of yours? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question. 

Mr. Morris. Have they ever been in your home? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Mr. Sasuly when you were with the 
California State Relief Administration ? 

Mr. Stitvermaster. I refuse to answer this question under the same 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. You know a man named C. B. Baldwin, do you not? 

Mr. StivermMaster. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Who was Mr. Baldwin? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. My superior. 

Mr. Morris. Where? 

Mr. Sttvermaster. Farm Security. 

Mr. Morris. When did you first meet him ? 

Mr. SitverMaster. Soon after I came to Washington. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Mr. Baldwin ? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. I saw Mr. Baldwin a few months ago. 

Mr. Morris. Was that in connection with the testimonial dinner in 
New York? 

Mr. Sirvermaster. That’s right. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Palmer Weber? 

Mr. StrverMaster. I refuse to answer that question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Palmer Weber? 

Mr. Srtvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Robert K. Lamb? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Mary Dublin Keyserling? 


ee 
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Mr. Sitvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. * 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Sol Leschinsky ? 

Mr. SinvermMaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. And Henry Collins? 

Mr. Stivermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Herbert Schimmel ? 

Mr. Strvermaster. I refuse to answer the question under the 
privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Fritzie Manuel? 

Mr. Sinvermaster. I refuse to answer for the same reason. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Catherine Bauer ? 

Mr. Stnrvermaster. I refuse to answer under the same privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may we hold a session this afternoon 
to put some of these documents in the record ? 

The CHatrMAn. This afternoon ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we can do this: Suppose we prepare a 
list of documents and we can have them ready for introduction at the 
next session. 

The CuHarrMan. Yes. 

Senator Werxer. And you might have them for the counsel of Mr. 
Silvermaster because he won’t be here. You can show them to his 
counsel. He can receive them in Mr. Silvermaster’s absence. 

Mr. Morrts. Mr. Mandel, will you introduce these documents into 
the record of this hearing? 

Mr. Manpen. United States Civil Service Commission, Service 
Records Division, Washington, D. C., April 15, 1953. 

Mr. Morris. May that go in the record? 

The CuatrMan. It may go in the record and become a part of the 
record. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 48” and is as 


follows :) 
Exuteit No. 48 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
SERVICE RECORD DIVISION, WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


APRIL 15, 19538. 
STATEMENT OF FEDERAL SERVICE 


Notice to individuals—This record should be preserved—Additional copies of 
service histories cannot be furnished due to limited personnel in the Commis- 
sion. This record may be presented to appointing officers for their inspection. 


Name: Silvermaster, Nathan G. 


Date of birth: 11-27-98. 


Authority for original appointment (examination from which appointed or 
other authority—Executive order, law, or other exemption) : Excepted—Execu- 


_tive Order of 4-30-35. 
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Effective date Nature of action 


Aug. 15,1935 | Excepted appointment_-____------_____- 


Septal 1935s\"eromotion-< 2-2 ee 

Aree OsGnle (3 10 ee See es Fe eA Ce 2 

Jan, 1,1937 | Transfer (Executive Order 7530)_______- 

Nov. 15,1938 | Discharge without prejudice (another 
position). 

Noy. 16,1938 | Probational appointment (senior social 


science analyst (employment and 
unemployment) 93.80). 


May 16,1939 | Promotion (Form 375, eligible) ________- 


June 30,1940 | Separation, transfer___-___..-__~__--__-_- 
July 1,1940 | Excepted appointment (49 Stat. 115, 
4-8-35). 
Janse, 10427| ceromotion= = == seer ene eee ee 
INGVe 0) 1 042e RETOMObION eee ee ee ee 
Dec. 28,1944 | Separation, transfer_____.-_______._____- 
Dec. 29,1944 | Appointment by transfer (WS. Reg. 
IX, sec. 2b). 
Hebe 11925) ME romotioneeess = ees ee eee eee ee 
May 1,1945 | Transfer (Executive Order 9541)________ 
Nov. 5,1945 | Transfer (Executive Order 9643)_______- 
Mar. 25,1946 | Transfer (Executive Order 9689)_______- 
Noy. 30,1946 | Resignation (unwilling to accept 
demotion) 


Position, grade, salary, ete. 


Senior economist (Labor), P—4, $3,800 per annum, 
Resp ilemant Administration, Washington, 


$4,000 per annum, 

$4,600 per annum. 

Labor economist, P-4, $4,600 per annum, Agri- 
culture, Resettlement Administration, Wash- 
ington, D. C. 


Senior economist, P-4, $4,600 per annum, Mari- 
time Labor Board, Washington, D. C. 


Principal economist, P-6, $5,600 per annum. 


Principal labor economist, P-6, $5,600 per annum, 
Agriculture, Farm Security Administration, 
Washington, D. C. 

$5,800 per annum. 

Head labor economist, P-7, $6,500 per annum. 

Labor economist, P-7, $6,500 per annum. 

Economist (Assistant Chief, planning tech- 
nician), P-7, $6,500 per annum, Treasury, 
Procurement Division, Office of Surplus 
Property, Washington, D.C. 

Chief Planning Technician, P-8, $8,000 per 
annum. 

Commerce, Office of Surplus Property. 

Chief Planning Technician, P-8, $8,750 per 
annum, Reconstruction Finance Corporation, 
Office of Surplus Property. 

Chief Ecoriomist (Director), P-8, $8,750 per 
annum, War Assets Administration, Economic 
and Market Research, Washington, D. C. 

Economist, @-8, $10,000 per annum 


Notre.—The above transcript of service history does not include salary changes, intra-agency transfers 
within an organizational unit not involving changes from one official headquarters or duty station to 
another, and promotions or demotions, since Federal agencies are not required to report such actions to 


the Commission, 


A. M. DEeM, 
Chief, Audit Section. 


Mr. Manpex. Application 8 for the position of principal social 
science analyst, economics social research of N. Gregory Silvermaster. 
The Cuairman. It may go in the record and be made a part of the 


record. 


(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 49” and is as 


follows:) 
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Mr. Manpex. Temporary appointment, transfer, reinstatement or 
promotion, record No. 455706, dated June 14, 1939. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Silvermaster, would you like to see your signature 
as it appears on these documents and affirmed is your signature? Is 
that your signature, Mr. Silvermaster ? 

Mr. SupverMaster. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, will you receive in the record all the 
other form 57s that appear in the file? 

The Cuamman. They may go in the record and become a part of the 
record. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit Nos. 50-53” and 
filed for the record.) 

(Exhibits Nos. 50, 52 and 53 are on file with the committee. Por- 
tions of Exhibit No. 51 follow:) 


Exuibit No. 51 


Form 57 application dated May 4, 1954. 

Question No. 17: Do you advocate or have you ever advocated, or are you now 
or have you ever been a member of any organization that advocates the over- 
throw of the Government of the United States by force or violence? Answer: No. 

Question No. 35: References: 


Full name Address Business or occupation 
hy Bloch@ie. ee neeesse2 U.S. Manpower Commission, San Francisco__| Economist. 
Dewey Anderson------ WINER AGW ashineiton. eb Cass ee ee Economist. 
R. W. Hudgens. ------ ESASUS DAS Washington, Dy Os L225 te s22 Associate Administrator. 
Ray Oh Smith 22.2 BAE, USDA, Washington, D. ©:-.-.-----2.- Economist, BAE Coordinator. 
Lauchlin Currie------- WOMVACSWashington, DAC nee en nae Deputy Administrator. 


Question No. 87: Experience: 
Present position : 
Exact title of your position: Head Labor Economist, Director, Labor Div. 
Salary: Starting $5,600. 
Final $6,500. 
Duties and responsibilities: Development of programs and policies in labor 
relations; research and studies in farm labor and farm labor pregrams. 


Place: Washington, D. C., from June 1940 to May 1944. 

Name of employer: Farm Security Administration, Washington, D. C. 

Number and Class of Employees you supervised: 385, about 24 professional. 

Name and title of your immediate supervisor: Mr. R. W. Hudgens, Associate 
Administrator, FSA. 


Place: Washington, D. C., from Noy. 1988 to June 1940. 

Name of employer: U. S. Maritime Labor Board, Washington, D. C. 

Exact title of your position: Chief Heonomist. 

Salary: Starting: $4,600. 

Final: $5,600. 

Duties and responsibilities: In charge of research staff; preparation of report 
to Congress on development of policies to assure stable labor relations in mari- 
time industry. 

Number and class of employees you supervisd: About 15, mostly professional. 

Name and title of your immediate supervisor: Dr. L. Bloch and R. Bruere, 
Chairman. 

Reason for leaving: Completion of Report to Congress—transfer. 

Place: Washington, D. C., from August 1935 to Nov. 1938. 

Duties and responsibilities: Liaison officer with Construction Division on labor 
relations matters. Cost analysis studies. 

Name of employer: Resettlement Administration, Washington, D. C. 

Name and title of your immediate supervisor: Dr. Mercer G. Evans. 

Reason for Leaving: Transfer. 

Exact title of your position: Director, Division of Research and Surveys. 

Salary: Starting $4,200. 


EE Eo 
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Duties and responsibilities: Economic and social research; development of 
policies. 

Place: San Francisco, Calif., from May 1934 to Aug. 1935. 

Name of employer: California State Relief Administration, San Francisco 
Calif. 

Number and class of employees you supervised : 20. 

Name and title of your immediate supervisor: Frank McLaughlin, Administrator. 

Reason for leaving: Transfer. 


Exact title of your position: Economist. 

Salary: Starting $3,000. 

Duties and responsibilities: Studies in employment and unemployment trends. 

Place: San Franciseo, Calif., from March 1934 to May 1934. 

Name of employer: California State Relief Administration, San Francisco, 
Calif. 

Kind of business or organization : Research and Statistics. 

Name and title of your immediate supervisor: Dr. L. Bloch, Director, Division 
of Research and Statistics. 

Reason for leaving: Promotion. 


(On a sheet attached to the Experience sheet the following appeared :) 
Experience (Cont’d) : 

1933-19384: Acting Chief Statistician for the California State Department of 
Labor, under Labor Commissioner Frank McDonald. $3,000. 

1931-1932: Eeonomist for the California State Unemployment Commission, 
under L. Bloch, Secretary and Director of Research. $2,400. 

1931-1932: Teaching fellow, University of California, Department of Economics, 
under Prof Ira B. Cross. $700. 

1924-1931. Instructor and Prof. of Economics at St. Mary’s College, California, 
under Brother Vautasian, Head of the Hconomics Department and Chancellors 
Brother Gregory and Brother Leo. $3,000. 

1922-1923: Teacher at Piedmont Hills Academy, Piedmont, California, under 
Mr. Nesbitt, Director. $1,500. 

1921-1922: Odd jobs in building construction, canneries, farms and factories, 
San Francisco, Oakland, Moresville, Woodland, ete., California. 

1918-1921: Undergraduate and graduate student, University of Washington, 
Seattle, Washington, also odd jobs in shipyards and building construction. 

1917: Undergraduate student, University of California. 

1915-1916: Delivery boy and clerk for B. Mirisky, Wholesale Tobacco Com- 
pany, San Fracisco, California. 

1915: Came to the United States (San Francisco) as emigrant and student. 


(The following documents marked “Exhibit 54-74” were ordered 
into the record at a subsequent hearing by the chairman at this point.) 


ExuHipit No. 54 


RESETTLEMENT ADMINISTRATION, 
LABOR RELATIONS DIvISsIOoN, 
Washington, D. C., July 138, 1935. 
N. GREGORY SILVERMASTER, 
Emergency Relief Administration, 
San Francisco, Calif.: 


On recommendation Paul Taylor, Sam Kagel and others we offer you position 
here in Washington on staff of Labor Relations Division Stop Salary $4,000 
per annum appointment to date from August first Stop You would be assigned 
to Management Division of Resettlement to represent us in all matters affecting 
labor in that Division Stop For immediate future work would be primarily 
one of long time planning on development of resettlement program as it 
affects labor. 

GEORGE S. MITCHELL, 
Director, Labor Relations. 
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Exursit No. 61 


TRANSFER 
REQUEST FOR, REINSTATEMENT 
CHANGE IN STATUS 


BoarD OF ECONOMIC WARFARE, 
Washington, D. C., March 11, 1942. 
Ctvit SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C. 
GENTLEMEN: In accordance with the civil-Service rules, authority is requested 
for the (J) transfer (LJ) reinstatement (J) change in status of N. Gregory 
Silvermaster. 


November 27, 1898 Washington, D. C. 
(Date of birth) (Address) 


FORMER CLASSIFIED STATUS 
(In reinstatement cases) 


STATUS TO BE AUTHORIZED 


oar i f 
PRESENT STATUS Board fae ean are 


. ve-inN- ar OF 
(In transfer or change-in-status cases) European and African Division 


Department of Agriculture (Bureau or office) 
ee SLES Ea Head Economic Analyst 
Farm Security Administration P-7, $6,500 per annum 
(Bureau or office) (Position, grade, and salary) 
Director, Labor Division Washington, D. C. 
$5,800 per annum (City in which to be employed) 
(Position, erade an disalany,) o> pec kc art ed ie ee gee a 
Washington, D. C. (Members of family in civil service—in 
(City in which formerly employed) reinstatement cases) 


(State names, degree of relationship, and 
Se ee ee ee Se ae ene where employed. If more than one mem- 
(Date and manner of separation) ber of family is in the service, Form 1769 

(In reinstatement cases) will be required) 


MILITARY OR NAVAL SERVICE RECORD 
(In reinstatement cases only ) 


See attached sheet for statement of duties. Form 3875 attached. 
(Signature) JoHN M. SIMMONS, 
(Official title) Personnel Officer. 


ExHisit No. 62 
Form 38876 
Mar. 1942 
U. S. Crvim SERVICE CoMMISSION 


AUTHORITY FOR TRANSFER 


Authority is hereby granted for the Activity: Farm Security Administration 
transfer of N. Gregory Silvermaster Pr. Class: No. 5 
under Regulation IX, Section 38. Position: Director, Laber Division 
Your request of March 11, 1942. Gr. & Sal.: $5,800 per annum 
Personnel Section, Department of Ag- To: 


riculture, Washington, D. C. P 
Subject to the following conditions; Dept.: Board of Economic Warfare 


; . arc Locality : Washington, D. C. 
i aghed! tos ca kl Seotitt Activity: European and African Di- 
FRoM ; vision 
File: M-53984 (IPS 1-2733) ES:jes Pr. Class: No. 2 
Date: March 27, 1942 Position: Head Economie Analyst 
Dept.: Department of Agriculture Gr. & Sal. : P—7 $6,500 per annum 


Locality : Washington, D. C. 
J. S. HATHCOcK, 
Examiner-in-charge Economics & Statistics. 
Boarp or EcoNoMIc WARFARE, 
Washington, D. C. 
(Attention : Director of Personnel.) 


——— 
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ExHIBIT No. 63 
SEPTEMBER 21, 1942. 
To: Mr. William C. Laxton, Chief, Division of Classification, Office of Personnel. 
From: J. O. Walker, Acting Administrator. 


The war economy, as you know, throws an increasing stress upon agricultural 
labor. Many plans are under discussion for the meeting, so far as with great 
effort may be possible, the varied and pressing requirements of the farmers. 
Many agencies of Government are at work on this problem. Within the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, they include the Agriculture War Boards, Office of Agri- 
cultural War Relations, and perhaps primarily the Farm Security Administra- 
tion. Outside the Department, the problem is of much concern to the War Man- 
power Commission, the Munitions Supply Services of the War Department, 
and the United States Employment Service. 

Insofar as the lines of interagency cooperation have been clarified, the division 
of duties which emerges is as follows: 

The United States Employment Service, through its Farm Placement Service, 
will be responsible for determining the need for agricultural workers possessing 
particular skills at particular points and times, and in stated numbers. The 
Farm Security Administration will be responsible for such action programs as 
may be required in the transportation, at full or partial Government expense, of 
domestic or imported labor to centers where laborers will be within reach of 
growers. Local agencies of the Department, in particular the Agriculture War 
Boards, will assist in determining standards of wages and conditions. Where 
shelter is required, it will be the responsibility of the Farm Security Administra- 
tion to inspect it and require or provide the necessary improvements. The 
Office of the Secretary directs an interagency arrangement under which wage 
boards find prevailing rates of pay. 

Under agreement with the Government of the Republic of Mexico, this Govern- 
ment has undertaken to handle and safeguard the importation of such numbers 
of Mexican agricultural workers as may be found by the United States Employ- 
ment Service to be necessary, and the actual handling has been mainly the 
responsibility of the Farm Security Administration. Simultaneously, the Presi- 
dent and the Secretary have authorized a program of transportation of domestic 
farm labor under similar protective standards. 

Farm Security’s part in this effort has already strained greatly the Labor 
Division, both in its field and Washington offices, and authority has been given 
for the employment of 5 or 6 additional labor specialists in the Washington 
office. What is called spot research has to be undertaken on a considerable scale 
in order to enable the putting into effect fairly protective standards and in 
order to prevent errors in moving of labor crews in numbers and at times not 
accurately meeting needs for farm labor. 

The actual administration of the movement of farm laborers is not in the 
hands of the Labor Division but is in the hands of officials in the direct adminis- 
trative line, such as in the case of Mexican labor, the Regional Director in 
San Francisco who services that program as Special Assistant to the Adminis- 
trator, and in the case of domestic labor, the several regional directors through 
the migratory labor and camp officials of the Management Divisions under 
the regional directors. The field and office inquiry and planning for these 
programs is, however, done by the labor specialists in the field and is centralized 
in the staff of the Labor Division in Washington. So little attention has been 
given in previous decades to provision of agricultural labor as an organized 
program that much pioneer work remains to be done. The Labor Division of 
the Farm Security Administration has been closely engaged in this problem 
from the beginning and is undoubtedly the repository of the best formed body 
of information and experience within the Government. 

This being the case, an excessive burden of negotiation, planning, and direc- 
tion has been placed upon the Labor Division by the present emergency. The 
spread of the work in area has increased, the personnel involved has increased, 
and the difficulty and complication of the problems has increased greatly. 

As head of the Labor Division of the Farm Security Administration, Mr. N. 
Gregory Silvermaster has borne this burden and has organized the activities of 
his Washington and field staffs so as to yield the most fruitful results in the 
supply of agricultural labor to growers and in the improvement of morale and 
the protection of employment, sanitation, and health conditions of the labor 
so supplied. Mr. Silvermaster’s position has long been one which the Farm 
Security Administration has felt has been under-compensated and appeal 
is now made for recognition for the reclassification in P-7 of his position. 
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Exuipit No. 64 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
FARM SEGURITY ADMINISTRATION 


Date: September 21, 1942. 

Recommendation to the Secretary. 
Action requested: Change in Status. 
Name: Mr. N. Gregory Silvermaster. 
Legal residence: California. 
Date of birth: 11/27/98. 
Designation: To: Head Labor Economist. From: Prin. Labor Economist. 
Classification : To: P—7 (S. 11393). From: P-6-117 (S. 10883). 
Salary: To: $6,500. From: $5,800 per annum less deductions of $ for 
Cooperative employment: 
Appropriation: LG&RR. 
Date effective: Dec. 9, 1942, per Pat H. 
Name, classification, and salary of predecessor: New Position. 
Period: Permanent. 
Headquarters: Washington, D. C., Labor Division, Departmental. 
Reasons (state why action is necessary) : To conform with duties performed. 

Duties: Under the general administrative direction of the Administrator with 
extra latitude for independent and unreviewed action, to serve as the Chief 
Labor Economist for the Administration and as Director of the Labor Division; 
to serve as advisor to the Administrator on all labor phases of the entire FSA 
program and on all special labor programs, particularly in the war program un- 
der directive of the War Manpower Commission ; to advise the operating officials 
of the national office, Management Division, on technical labor questions relatin’ 
to the program of importation of Mexican agricultural laborers and of the 
transportation of groups of agricultural laborers between states and sections of 
the country; to serve as the representative of the Administrator on all labor 
committees and bodies, both within and outside the Department of Agriculture; 
to direct and coordinate all research activities necessary for the formulation of 
special programs involving agricultural labor during the war emergency ; to have 
complete responsibility for the coordination of all research and labor policy and 
planning work of the regional LR specialists, advising the Administrator on 
policy instructions to be sent to the regional directors on related matters; to 
maintain very close contacts with the United States Employment Service, the 
War Manpower Commission, and other similar agencies involved in, or partici- 
pating in, the special war agricultural labor programs, and to perform similar 
related duties as assigned. 


SUMMARY OF QUALIFICATIONS 


Education: University of Washington, Seattle, Wash. A. B. in 1920 (Philos- 
ophy) ; Stanford Univ., 1926-27, Economics; University of California, 1929-30, 
Ph. D. in 1932 in Economics. 

Training and experience: July 1, 1940, to date, FSA, Wash., D. C., Prin. Labor 
Economist P—6, $5,600—-5,800 p. a.; Noy. 16, 1938, to June 30, 1940, Maritime Labor 
Board, Prin. Economist, $5,600 p. a.; Aug. 15, 1935, to Nov. 15, 1988, FSA, Wash., 
D. G., Sr. Economist (Labor) P-4, $3,800 to $4,600, and Economist (Labor) P-4, 
$4,600 p. a.; March 1934 to Aug. 1935, Calif. State Emergency Relief, Economist, 
$3,000, and Director, Div. of Research and Surveys, $3,200 p. a.; Sept. 1933. to 
March 1934, Calif. State Dept. of Labor, Statistics and Law Enforcement, Acting 
Statistician, $3,600 p. a.; 1932, Calif. State Unemployment Commission, Asso- 
ciate Economist, $2,400-$3,600 p. a.; 1927-1931, St. Mary’s, Calif., Professor of 
Economics, $3,000 p. a.; 1924-1927, St. Mary’s, California, Instructor in Eco- 
nomics, $2,000 p. a. 
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ExHisit No. 65 
Oct. 6, 1942. 
SELECTIVE SERVICE BOARD No. 2, 
3000 Connecticut Avenue NW., 
Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN: The Farm Security Administration requests the reclassification 
of N. Gregory Silvermaster, 5615 30th Street, NW., a registrant with your board, 
whose order number is 1081, from Class III-A to III-B, inasmuch as he is con- 
sidered essential to the War Effort in his civilian position as Chief Labor Econ- 
omist and Director of the Labor Division. 

The Farm Security Administration is charged by the Secretary of Agriculture, 
within the limits of funds and authorities delegated to the Administration, with 
the responsibilty of bringing into full production the manpower and resources of 
all low-income farm operators who are unable to achieve their full output 
through their own efforts or through access to the usual types of agricultural 
credit. Approximately one half of the farmers of the United States fall within 
this low-income group and from them must come a large part of the necessary 
increase in crop production. 

In its wartime program the Farm Security Administration is directed to put 
all available farm manpower and landpower of this low-income group into the 
business of producing every possible ounce of food and fiber, and to see that the 
small farmers’ production of strategie foodstuffs is made available for military 
purchasing through Agricultural Marketing and other agencies and for Lend- 
Lease shipments abroad. This program is carried out primarily by eliminating, 
through the extension of credit and through personal supervision, the deficiencies 
of the low-income farmer in basic production equipment and knowledge of essen- 
tial farm and home practices; providing facilities for improved tenure arrange- 
ments, farm debt adjustment, health and medical care associations ; construction 
and/or repair of farm buildings when such work is absolutely essential for the 
health of the family or the protection of livestock and crops; the organization 
of cooperatives and the establishment of cooperative marketing facilities. 

It is the responsibility of the Farm Security Administration, through previous 
legislation and currently by direction of the War Manpower Commission, to 
provide housing for migratory farm workers and also to arrange for transporta- 
tion of such workers between crop areas, so that their service may be made 
available in a manner that will best supply the necessary labor for increased 
agricultural production. In addition, as the result of an agreement entered into 
by the United States Government and the Government of Mexico, this Adminis- 
tration is charged with the responsibility for the importation, transportation, 
housing, feeding, medical care, wage contract, etc. of Mexican agricultural labor- 
ers to produce and harvest the agricultural crops needed in our War Effort. 
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Mr. Silvermaster, as chief labor economist and Director of the Labor Division, 
serves as a technical adviser to the Administrator on all labor phases of the 
entire Farm Security Administration program and on all special labor programs, 
particularly those related to the war effort and subject to the control of the 
War Manpower Commission. He acts in an advisory capacity to the Manage- 
ment Division on technical labor questions relating to the program of importation 
of Mexican agricultural laborers and in problems arising from transportation of 
groups of agricultural laborers between the various sections of the country. 
In addition, Mr. Silvermaster directs and coordinates all research activity in- 
volved in the formulation of special agricultural labor programs during the war 
emergency, supervises all work done by regional labor relations specialists and 
maintains close contact with the United States Employment Service, the War 
Manpower Commission, and other similar agencies. 

It is virtually impossible to fill positions of this nature by the selection and 
training of new employees. In order to direct effectively a program as compre- 
hensive as that of the Farm Security Administration, its division chiefs must 
have had the advantage of years of experience in its policies, procedures, and 
techniques. Mr. Silvermaster is eminently fitted for this position and at the 
present time we have no knowledge of any suitable person who would be avail- 
able to accept the responsibility for this work. 

Mr. Silvermaster received his first appointment in the Labor Division at the 
time of its inception. His outstanding executive ability and excellent technical 
background permitted. him to receive a series of promotions to positions of 
increasing responsibility, and fully qualified him for his present duties as 
Director. Persons possessing marked administrative ability, in addition to tech- 
nical training and practical knowledge of Farm Security labor problems, are 
indeed rarely found. These three qualities have made Mr. Silvermaster ex- 
ceedingly valuable in his present capacity. 

It is the policy of the Farm Security Administration to request deferment from 
military training and service of very few of its employees and to release to the 
newly created war agencies personnel trained in Goverment practices and. pro- 
cedures. This places a considerably heavier burden upon the leadership of the 
Administration due to the number of new employees it has been necessary to 
recruit and train, and makes the continued service of Mr. Silvermaster essential 
for the successful execution of the program. 

Sincerely yours, 


Administrator. 
Approved : 
Date: October 6, 1942. 
By direction of the Secretary of Agriculture. 
S. B. HERRELL, 
Acting Director of Personnel. 
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Exutieit No. 66 
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Exuripit No. 67 
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Exuisit No. 68 


Wark Foop ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF LABOR, 
Indianapolis 7, Ind., August 14, 1943. 
Dr. N. GREGORY SILVERMASTER, 
Director, Labor Division, 
Farm Security Administration, 
Washington, D. C. 

DeEAR Dr. SILVERMASTER: Needless to say, this office is more than disappointed 
in the events which have led to discontinuation of the previous relationship 
that existed between your office and ours. We feel that you have given capable 
leadership to the FSA Labor Division and that you have proved to be an in- 
spirational guide for the field personnel. 

We hope that there will be the opportunity in the future to reestablish a work- 
ing relationship with you. In the meantime, may I express my hopes for a suc- 
cessful career in such future undertakings as your abilities may be directed. 

Sincerely yours, 
Vircit L. BANKSON, 
Senior Agricultural Labor Specialist. 


ExuHisit No. 69 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF PERSONNEL, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1944. 
Mr. Vireit L. Coucn, 
Chief Personnel Officer, 
Farm Security Administration, 
Faller Buiiding, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Dear Mr. CoucH: Assurance which was given the Civil Service Commission 
in July 1948 upon presentation for allocation of the first positions to be established 
in the Office of Labor, involved some positions in Farm Security Administration, 
particularly in the Labor Division. The Commission was given to understand 
that all work involving the planning, directing, or carrying out of any agricul- 
tural labor program, including the rendering of advice on any phase of such pro- 
grams, would be done in the Office of Labor, and that as long as the functions 
of the Office of Labor remained what they were, no other agency of the Depart- 
ment, including Farm Security Administration, would do the same kind of 
work. 

This led to our seeking assurance that the position of Dr. N. Gregory Silver- 
master as Director of the Labor Division in Farm Security Administration 
would be abolished. Your Classification Office agreed to have it abolished as 
promptly as possible. In a telephone conference between Cincinnati and Wash- 
ington on or about December 10, 1948, in which Mrs. Bishop of your office, Mr. 
Gammon of the Office of Labor, and Mr. Townsend of this Division participated, 
the agreement was renewed. Mrs. Bishop understood at that time that Dr. 
Silvermaster was leaving the Division within 60 days and that the position would 
then be certainly abolished. 

While we believe that good faith was exercised in this matter by all the parties 
referred to, we do not find that abolishment of the position has ever been formally 
reported. We wish to be promptly advised of the date on which the action was 
taken if the position has been abolished, since the Civil Service Commission has 
now asked us to show whether we have carried out our agreement with them 
in this respect. You will realize, of course, that if the position has not been 
abolished, further delay of the action which you are required to take to con- 
clude the matter will result in our being considerably embarrassed. 

Very truly yours, 
Rosert B. GILMAN, 
Assistant Chief, Division of Classification. 
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Exutpit No. 70 
AprIt 19, 1944. 
To: Mr. Robert B. Gilman, 
Assistant Chief, Division of Classification. 
From: VY. L. Couch, Chief Personnel Officer. 
Subject : P-15—Dr. N. Gregory Silvermaster—April 12, 1944. 


This is in reply to your letter of April 12, 1944, concerning the position now 
occupied by Dr. N. Gregory Silvermaster. 

Definite arrangements to abolish Farm Security Administration’s Labor Divi- 
sion have been made, and at the present time a functional order is being written 
to effect the formal abolishment of the Division. In the meantime, Dr. Silver- 
master, together with the other two professional service employees remaining 
on duty in the Division, has been preparing a comprehensive report of the com- 
pleted activities and programs of Farm Security Administration in connection 
with the problem of farm labor, together with conclusions which may be drawn 
therefrom. It is expected that these final reports will be completed within the 
next month or two. Immediately thereafter, the positions will be vacated and 
abolished. In view of the work in which these people have been engaged, we are 
confident that there has been no actual conflict with the functions of positions 
established in the Office of Labor. We are fully cognizant of the conflict on the 
records, and are eager to remove it at the earliest possible date. 

The position of Administrative Assistant CAF-7 and possibly that of Clerk 
CAF-4, both of which are concerned with compensation work, is to be transferred 
to the Personnel Division. There is attached a class sheet for BM-—11940, Ad- 
ministrative Assistant CAF—7. We believe that the compensation work in the 
position was the function which justified its original allocation in CAF-7, and 
on that basis we recommend that there be no change in grade. Whether it will 
be necessary to establish the CAF—4 position in the Personnel Division will depend 
on the volume of compensation work to be performed. Whether or not it is so 
established, the present position will be abolished. 

We are sorry to have been unable to abolish the positions at an earlier date, 
but because of the necessity for completing reports of work already performed 
and the uncertainty as to the future organization and responsibilities of Farm 
Security Administration, it has not been possible. We have the assurance of 
the Administrator’s office that the positions will not continue to exist after June 
30, at the latest. 


Exuipit No. 71 
SEPTEMBER 14, 1944. 
Hon. FRED EF. BuUSBEY, q 
House of Representatives. 

DEAR Mr. Bussey: The Secretary has referred to me your letter of August 30 
in which you request information regarding the personnel record and present em- 
ployment status of Dr. N. Gregory Silvermaster. 

Dr. Silvermaster was employed in the Resettlement Administration (now 
Farm Security Administration) as Senior Economist (Labor) on August 15, 
1935, at a salary of $3,800 a year. He was transferred to the Department of 
Agriculture on January 1, 1937, when the Resettlement Administration was 
placed under that department. On November 16, 1938, Dr. Silvermaster was trans- 
ferred to the Maritime Labor Board. He was reappointed in the Farm Security 
Administration on July 1, 1940, as Principal Labor Economist, $5,600 per annum, 
and was promoted on November 9, 1942, to Head Labor Economist, $6,500 a year, 
the position he is presently holding. 

At the request of Mr. H. D. White, assistant to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Dr. Silvermaster was detailed effective July 1, 1944, for a period of approximately 
1 month, to act as one of the Technical Secretaries to the United States Dele- 
gation of the United Nations Monetary and Financial Conference which was 
held at Bretton Woods, N. H., this past summer. 


a 
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On July 21, 1944, in response to a request from Mr. Paul McDonald, acting 
administrative assistant to the Secretary of the Treasury, Dr. Silvermaster was 
detailed on a reimbursable basis to the Procurement Division pending his official 
transfer from the War Food Administration to the Treasury Department. 

I am sure that the Treasury Department will be glad to give you any addi- 
tional information you may need concerning Dr. Silvermaster’s services at the 
Bretton Woods Conference, and the present status of his transfer to the 
Treasury. 

If you wish any further details on Dr. Silvermaster’s employment in the Farm 
Security Administration, I shall be very happy to be of assistance to you. 

Sincerely yours, 
MARVIN JONES, Administrator. 


Exuipit No. 72 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., October 17, 1944. 
Hon. CLAUDE R. WICKARD, 
Secretary of Agriculture, Washington, D. C. 


My DEAR Mr. SECRETARY: Reference is made to our communication of July 21, 
1944, requesting permission for the loan of Mr. Nathan Gregory Silvermaster to 
the Procurement Division on a reimbursable basis effective July 17, 1944. 

As the services of Mr. Silvermaster are still needed for the purpose of assisting 
in the work of the Surplus Property Program, it is requested that his detail to this 
office be extended for another sixty days. 

Very truly yours, 
ERNEST L. OLRiIcH, 
Administrative Assistant to the Secretary. 


HxuiBit No. 73 
NOVEMBER 9, 1944. 
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT TO THE SECRETARY, 
Treasury Department, Washington 25, D. C. 


DEAR Mr. OtricH: This is in reply to your letter of October 17, 1944, addressed 
to the Honorable Claude R. Wickard, in which you requested an extension of the 
reimbursable detail of Mr. Nathan Gregory Silvermaster to the Surplus Property 
Program, Treasury Department. 

In accordance with the above-mentioned request Mr. Silvermaster’s detail has 
been extended from October 17 to the close of business January 16, 1945. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANK Hancock, Administrator. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Silvermaster has eeeaaaiadaed Serena on one 
of them and I think that will be satisfactory for our record. 

Mr. Stivermaster. Even without counsel? I just don’t know what 
is happening now. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you identified one of your 
signatures. 

“Mr. Morris. They will be available to you at all times. And avail- 
able to your attorneys, Mr. Rein and Mr. Forer. They may see them. 

The Cuarrman. If there is nothing further, the committee will 
stand adjourned at this time. 

(Whereupon, at 12:12 p. m., Thursday, April 16, 1953, the com- 
mittee was recessed, subject to call.) 
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INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENTS 


TUESDAY, APRIL 21, 1953 


Unirep Srares SENATE, 
SuzscomMiTrre To INvEsTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securiry Act anp OTHER INTERNAL 
Securiry Laws or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in room P-38, 
the Capitol, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman of the subcom- 
mittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner, Welker, and Johnston. 

Present also: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel, and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. Mr. Weber, will 
you stand up and be sworn to testify ? 

Do you swear the testimony you will give in this hearing will be the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Weser. I do. 

The Cuarrman. You may be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF FREDERICK PALMER WEBER, NEW YORK, N. Y., 
ACCOMPANIED BY HIS ATTORNEY, HARRY C. LAMBERTON, 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The Crairman. Mr. Weber, will you state your full name to the 
| committee ? 

Mr. Weperr. Frederick Palmer Weber. 

The Cuatrman. What is your address? 

Mr. Weper. 418 West 118th Street. 

The Cuairman. What is your business, Mr. Weber? 

Mr. Weser. I am a research economist working for fees. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning 
| of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Weber, you obtained your bachelor of arts degree 
from the University of Virginia in 1934? 

Mr. Weser. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. What other degrees have you? 

Mr. Weser. I have a master of arts, obtained in 1938 from the Uni- 
versity of Virginia, and a doctor of philosophy in philosophy from 
the University of Virginia in 1940. 

Mr. Morris. During the period from 1935 to 1937 you had a grant 
m research and social science, did you not ? 


| 
| 


| 


| Mr. Wester. That is correct. 
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Mr. Morris. Where did you work during that period of time? 

Mr. Weser. That was at the Institute for Research in the Social 
Sciences at the University of Virginia. 

Mr. Morris. So you left the University of Virginia in 1940 after 
you obtained your doctor of philosophy degree? 

Mr. Weser. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Did you do any teaching, Mr. Weber ? 

Mr. Weser. I was what you would call a—I was a part-time in- 
structor with no official faculty status. That is to say, during my 
last 2 years at the University of Virginia I had corrected papers in 
logic, in the history of philosophy, and various seminar discussion 
subject groups. In the beginning, history of philosophy, for example, 
I taught a course in Plato’s Republic—I didn’t teach it but I had a 
discussion once a week with those students in the history of philosophy 
who elected to read Plato’s Republic. 

Mr. Morris. What was the subject of your thesis for your master’s 
and doctor’s degree? 

Mr. Weper. My master’s thesis was on the Three Uses of the Con- 
cept of Matter in Dialectical Materi sa As I previously mentioned, 
the concept of matter in philosophy is 2,000 years old and is very com- 
plicated and runs from Aristotle through St. Thomas Aquinas through 
the French materialists, and has a tremendous history connected with 
it and this thesis was on examination of the concept of matter in 
epistomology and ontology and axiology, which is nothing but a theory 
of knowledge and a theory of being and a theory of value, The doctor 
of philosophy dissertation was on the Structure and Function of the 
Triadic Pattern in Hegel’s Logic. Hegel, as the Senators know, is a 
great German philosopher of the 19th century and the dissertation 
was on an effort to discover the principles of analysis employed by 
Hegel in his philosophy of history and in his logic, in his history of 
religion and esthetics, and so forth. 

Mr. Morris. During this period of time from 1934 to 1940, while 
at the University of Virginia, were you a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Weser. On that question I wish to plead my privilege under 
the first and fifth amendments, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Let the record show that the witness is present 
before the committee with his counsel, Will counsel please state his 
name for the record? 

Mr. Lamperton. Harry C. Lamberton. 

The Cratrman. Where do you practice? 

Mr. Lamperton. Washington, D. C. 

The Carman. All right, counsel, you may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I direct your attention to the fact that 
the witness has invoked his privilege under the first and fifth amend- 
ments. 

The CEs This committee will not recognize the refusal to 
testify under the first amendment, but it will recognize the fifth © 
amendment to the Constitution. 

Senator Wetker. I think we had better get his objection right. It 
was just a general objection. I don’t think the chairman wants that. 

Mr. Lamperton. He objects under the first and under the fifth on 
the ground that it might tend to incriminate him. 

The CHatrmMan. We recognize the latter. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Weber, in that connection, we have your bibliog- 
raphy on your thesis. 

Mr. Weser. Can I pause for a minute? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Werser. While I appreciate Senator Welker helping me 
straighten out the record here I just wanted to be sure that each 
time that I do plead the privilege I would like it to be understood 
that I, myself, want to mention both the first and the fifth. 

The Cuairman. The record will so state. 

Mr. Weser. Thank you. 

Mr. Lawprrron. However, it will only be necessary, according to 
what has been said, for him to say that he pleads the privilege. 

Senator Werrkrr. When the witness refuses to answer under the 
privilege, it may be deemed as stipulated between the chairman and 
counsel and witness that you have ordered him to answer. 

The CHairman. That is right. 

Mr. Lamerrron. I am not clear on that. I understood the chair- 
man to say that the committee recognized his right to plead under the 
fifth amendment. 

The Cuamman. That is right; But the committee doesn’t deem it 
advisable for the witness to take refuge behind the fifth amendment. 
The chairman can direct that he answer the question and if he again 
takes refuge, that is all right, but we will have it on the record that 
way. 

Mr. Lamprrton. I think it will be better if, in a particular situation 


where you thought he was pleading his privilege and you thought 


that it should be answered, you directed him to answer. 

The Cuairrman. All right. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Weber, I have the bibliography of your first thesis. 
T will ask you if you will acknowledge that that is the bibliography 
of your first thesis? 

Mr. Weser. I think that is the bibliography. 

Mr. Morris. Did you draw heavily upon Communist sourees in 
preparing that thesis? : 

Mr. Weper. I covered, I think, every available Communist and 
non-Communist source that im any way discussed the problem of the 
concept of matter. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr Weber, after 1940 you worked in Washing- 
ton, did you not, for several congressional committees, congressional 
and senatorial committees ? 

Mr. Werer. I worked, I think—I am not positive about the precise 
dates—but I went to work in, I think, August of 1940. I am not 
positive. 

Mr. Morris. What committee did you work for at that time? 

Mr. Weper. I worked for the House Committee on Interstate Mi- 
gration, destitute migration, as junior economist. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Now describe the purpose of that com- 
mittee, would you? 

Mr. Weser. That committee began as an effort to examine the 
national aspects of the Dust Bow] migrations of the late 1930’s, the 
tremendous windstorms and droughts in the Great Plains areas, and 
coupled with the mechanization of farms and the general drop in the 
price of agricultural commodities, had created a tremendous outimi- 
gration from that area all the way from northern Texas up into North 
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and South Dakota, and even over into eastern Montana, and these 
people by the hundreds of thousands were moving to the Pacific coast 
and to various industrial centers. This created considerable problems 
of home relief and people who were arriving in California, for ex- 
ample, had promptly applied for relief and the State of California 
was attempting to stop these migrants from entering, on the ground 
they were poverty stricken. 

Mr. Morrts. I think that is enough. You have given us enough 
on that. What was the next committee you served on, or, rather, how 
long did you serve on that House committee ? 

Mr. Werner. I was on the staff of that committee until, so far as I 
can remember, roughly until the spring of 19483 when the committee 
was terminated. 

Mr. Morris. What assignment did you have on the committee upon 
the termination of your tour of duty there? 

Mr. Weser. I suppose you would call it investigator. I was on all 
types of analyses of labor-market reports, types of analyses of com- 
munity problems created by migration. You see, the committee’s 
work developed from the Dust Bowl interstate destitute migration into 
the problem of wartime migration of unskilled labor, unemployed peo- 
ple, from the 1930’s. These people moved toward the centers of war 
production, so that the whole problem of the interstate movement 
of workers became a problem of the mobilization of labor in the de- 
fense program. 

Senator Jounston. What year was this? 

Mr. Weser. This was in the year—it began in the year 1940, Sen- 
ator, when the defense program first got under way, and it continued 
into the late fall—that particular type of migration continued into, 
oh, the end of 1943 at the peak of the war production effort. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment, Mr. Weber? 

Mr. Weser. My next job was with the War Mobilization Committee 
or the Technological Mobilization Committee of the Senate Military 
Affairs Committee. 

Mr. Morris. What role did you have in that ? 

Mr. Wesrr. The precise title of the job escapes me now, but, in 
essence, it was an inv estigator. For example, Ji investigated a case 
such as this: There were two Army officers in charge of procurement 
that had accepted $3,000 worth of whisky from some contractors who 
wanted a particular flotation system at airports. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment, Mr. Weber? How 
long did you stay on that with that comn rittee ? 

Mr. Werner. I was there from the spring of 1943 until December of 
1943, as I remember it. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment ? 

Mr. Weper. From there I went to CIO Political Action Committee, 

Mr. Morris. That was in the beginning of 1944 that you went to 
the CIO Political Action Committee ? 

Mr. Weper. I think that is right, Mr. Counsel, as well as I can} 
remember. 

Mr. Morris. At the outset you were an associate director of the 
CIO-PAC, were you not? 

Mr. Wrrer. I might be a little presumptuous to say an associate: 
director. In any case, I was the second man in the research depart- 
ment of the CIO Political Action Committee. 


ee Oe 
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Mr. Morris. Then, later on, when Jack Kroll became Director of 
the CIO Political Action Committee, you became the research direc- 
tor, did you not? 

Mr. Werer. I did. I guess that was afterwards. 

Mr. Morris. How long were you research director for the CIO Po- 
litical Action Committee ? 

Mr. Weser. May I interrupt you, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Weser. I want to go back for a moment. My counsel suggests 
to me that I should state this. I discussed this matter with him. 
When I was working for the House Committee on Interstate Migra- 
tion, at one time in an informal capacity I was on loan to the Senate 
Labor and Education Committee, which had a small preliminary in- 
vestigation into the problems of wartime help and education. My 
counsel wanted me to bring that out. 

Mr. Morris. Durmg the time you served on the staff of those three 
committees, were you a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Wrser. I plead my privilege there. 

Mr. Morris. That is during the period 1940 through 1943. 

Mr. Weser. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist when you resumed your duties 
as associate research director and ultimately research director of the 
CIO Political Action Committee ? 

Mr. Weper. I plead my privilege there. 
| Mr. Morris. What was the nature of your duties as research director 

of the CIO Political Action Committee ? 
| Mr. Weper. The research division of the CIO Political Action Com- 
| mittee attempted to analyze the issues in the campaign to discover 
those precise factual materials which would assist in a public under- 
standing of the issues and to analyze, insofar as it was possible, insofar 
| as the records of Congress permitted, the voting records of Congress- 
men and Senators, and to make those records available to the con- 
stituent unions of the CIO and, through them, to the loeal unions. 
Mr. Morris. Now you were research director of the CIO-PAC until 
some time in 1948, is that true? 
| Mr. Weser. I am not positive about the date, the precise date, but 
/I would say roughly from July of 1946 until May of 1948. 
| Mr. Morris. I see. What did you do in 1948—were you a member 
of the Communist Party then in May of 1948? 

Mr. Wrser. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. What was your next assignment? 

Mr. Weser. I was what you would call the national—I am roughly 
describing it—the precise title I don’t know what you would describe 
it as—the function at least was the representative of the national office 
of the Progressive Party in the 11 Southern States. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you were in charge of the Progressive 
Party for the 11 Southern States, were you not? 

Mr. Weser. Insofar as anybody was in charge, I was. 

Mr. Morris. And those 11 States were the States commencing with 
Virginia and running right on through the southern belt down as far 
as Texas? 

Mr. Weser. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now were you a member of the Communist Party 
when-you were organizing those 11 States for the Progressive Party ? 

Mr. Wepsrr. I plead my privilege, Mx. Counsel. 

32918°—53—pt. 4 —2 
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Mr. Morrts. Now what was your next assignment after that, Mr. 
Weber? You did research for the Foundation for World Govern- 
ment, did you not ? 

Mr. Weber. When the Wallace campaign terminated, I made an 
application for a grant to the Foundation for World Government 
to make some comparative study in modern political theory, princi- 
pally, and I did so make those studies. I received a grant from them 
that lasted 2 years. I made studies in foundations, for example, of 
the American jurisprudence—John Locke, Thomas Jefferson, Adam 
Smith, and that kind of thing. 

Mr. Morris. You had an office in the Library of Congress at that 
time, did you not ? 

Mr. Wener. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Who were the people who aided you to obtain that 
grant from the Foundation for World Government ? 

Mr. Weeer. Well, I think it would be an inaccurate description 
to say that anybody aided me. I happened to know the men who were 
running the foundation. 

Mr. Morris. Who were they ? 

Mr. Werner. They were formerly professors at the University of 
Virginia and men that I had known there, and I applhed on the basis 
that they had knowledge of my previous economic and philosophic 
training, and I put in a request for a grant. 

Mr. Morris. Now were they Dr. Stringfellow Barr and Prof. Scott 
Buchanan ? 

Mr. WeseEr. That is correct. Dr. Stringfellow Barr who, doubt- 
less you know, is one of the—I don’t know whether you call it leading 
American historians or not—he has done “A Live Mazzini,” the great 
Italian democrat, and he has done a kind of standard work called 
“The Pilgrimage of Western Man,” which was the history of Western 
Kurope for the last 500 years. Dr. Barr was the president for 10 
years of St. Johns College. 

Mr. Morris. That is in Annapolis? 

Mr. Werer. At Annapolis, Md., and I would say, just on my own 
opinion, that Dr. Barr and Dr. Buchanan did more to revive the study 
of St. Thomas Aquinas in the philosophy schools of America than 
anybody else. They instituted a system called “The One Hundred 
Great Books” and reintroduced in effect what amounted to a kind of 
scholastic discipline in colleges, and this has gone on in the arguments 
in education circles between the theories of John Dewey, which are 
properly known as progressive education, and the theories of these 
two gentlemen in regard to the study of Greek and Latin and the way 
and manner in which to study mathematics and all this kind of thing. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist when associating with Dr. 
Barr and Professor Buchanan during this period when operating 
under the grant? 

Mr. Weser. I would plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel, up to and 
through January of 1951. Now this grant ran until the spring of 
1951, I would say. 

Mr. Morris. Did you resign from the Communist Party in Janu- 
ary of 1951? 

Mr. Werner. I plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Now since that time have you continued contacts with 
people that you knew to be Communists? , 
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Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently still in touch with people you know 
to be Communists ? 

Mr. Weeer. I will plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Now in March of 1952 did you commence work with 
the American Management Council of New York City 4 

Mr. Weperr. In March of 1952? I think is was in the early fall 
of 1951. 

Mr. Morris. In the fall of 1951? 

Mr. Weser. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Will you explain the circumstances leading up to your 
assuming that new assignment ? 

Mr. Weper. The circumstances consisted of the fact that I had no 
job and was broke and was shopping around to find a job and this 
particular group of people had field studies that they were making 
in various States—what you might call ethnological studies, studies 
of the growth and function of the structure of communities m terms 
of their industry and population and their cultural habits. In addi- 
tion, they had various economic briefs which they thought I was 
qualified to do. 

Mr. Morris. Now are you acquainted with Community Inventories, 
Inc.? 

Mr. Weser. Yes, sir; I am. 

Mr. Morris. What is that? What is that corporation ? 

Mr. Weezer. It is a New York corporation which makes market 
studies of various products. 

Mr. Morris. What is the relation between that corporation and the 
American Management Council ? 

Mr. Werner. Insofar as I know there is no precise relationship. 

Mr. Morris. There is none? 

Mr. Weser. No. 

Mr. Morris. You have been associated with both, have you not? 

Mr. Weszer. I have worked on a fee basis for both. 

Mr. Morris. For both, but neither one is related to the other? 

Mr. Weper. No. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Bernard Conal? 

Mr. Wecer. I know Mr. Conal. 

Mr. Morris. Who is he? 

Mr. Weser. Mr. Conal is the director of research for Community 
Inventories. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have any knowledge that he has been a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Weper. I have no such knowledge. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, the last witness before this com- 
mittee was a man named Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, and in the 
eourse of his testimony he invoked his privilege on almost all ques- 
tions relating to Communist espionage and Communist Party mem- 
bership. : 

Mr. Weber, did you meet with Mr. Nathan Gregory Silvermaster 
in a New York hotel in December of 1946? 

Mr. Wezer. I plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

The Cuairman. Let the record show that the chairman ordered and 
directed the witness to answer that question. 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Weber, did you arrange a meeting subsequent to 
that time, arrange a meeting between Silvermaster and Oscar Lange, 
the Polish Ambassador ? 

Mr. Weser. No. 

Mr. Morrts. You did not? 

Mr. Weser. No. 

Mr. Morris. In March of 1947 did you have conferences on several 
occasions with Helen Silvermaster, the wife of Nathan Gregory Sil- 
vermaster ? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 

The CuatrmMan. Just a moment. I want the record to show that we 
ordered and directed that you answer. 

Mr. Werner. I plead my privilege, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Morrts. Now did you have a conference at approximately this 
period with William Ludwig Ullman? 

Mr. Weper. I plead my privilege. 

The CHatrMan. Well, now, we will order and direct that you an- 
swer that question. 

Mr. Weser. And I plead my privilege, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Weber, did you ever work for the Hungarian Lega- 
tion in 1948? . 

Mr. Weper. I plead my privilege. 

The Crarrman, I order and direct that the witness answer that 
question. 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out at this time 
that the Hungarian Government, as well as the Bulgarian Govern- 
ment and the Czechoslovakian and Polish Governments at this time 
were Governments that were run by the Communist Party. 

Senator Wreixer. As I understand it, they are operating in Wash- 
ington, D. C., today, and the witness refuses to answer whether or not 
he was employed for one of the governments that is operating here. 

Mr. Morris. Now in 1948 did you endeavor to get a job with the 
Bulgarian Legation ? . 

Mr. Weper. I plead my privilege. 

The Cuatrman. I direct that you answer that question. Did you 
attempt to get a job with the Bulgarian Legation ? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Morris. Did you attend a meeting in company with several 
other people on December 19, 1948, a meeting at the Bulgarian Lega- 
tion ? 

Mr. Wesrer. I plead my privilege. 

The Crarrman. I direct that you answer that question. 

Mr. Werer. I plead my privilege, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Morris. Did you meet with, during this same period of time, 
one John Florian at the Hungarian Legation ? 

Mr. Werner. I plead my privilege. 

The Cratrrman. Let the record show that I direct and order the 
question to be answered. 

Mr. Weper. I plead my privilege, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Morris. Have you prepared economic summaries and turned 
them over to the Hungarian Legation ? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 
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Mr. Morris. Did you on December 21, 1948, go to the Polish Lega- 
_ tion and leave with them some materials that you had in your posses- 
sion at that time? 
| Mr. Weperr. I plead my privilege. 
| Mr. Morris. Now do you know Henry Hill Collins, Jr.? 

Henry Hill Collins has been a witness before our committee about 
| 10 days ago, Mr. Chairman. 
I would like to ask you some questions about Henry Hill Collins. 
Mr. Weper. I plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 
Mr. Morrts. You will not tell us what experiences and what under- 
| takings you have gone into with Henry Collins? 
Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 
Mr. Morris. Now do you know a man named David Wahl? 
Mr. Weserr. I plead the privilege. 
Mr. Morris. David Wahl is a former president of the Washington 
| Bock Shop, which has been cited by various agencies as a Communist 
bookshop. Will you tell us about your experiences with David Wahl? 

Mr. Weser. I plead the privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. 1 am gomg to ask some questions about Max 
Lowenthal. He has been an adviser to the executive branch of the 
Government. When did you last see Mr. Max Lowenthal ? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. You will not tell us under what circumstances you 
last saw Mr. Lowenthal ? 

Mr. Werner. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Will you plead your privilege about other questions 
relating to Mr. Max Lowenthal ? 

Mr. Weser. I shall, Mr. Counsel. 

Senator WreLker. Just a moment. Did any of your work on these 
committees that you heretofore described bring you in contact with 
Mr. Max Lowenthal? 

Mr. Wesrer. I will plead my privilege. 

Senator Werxer. Naturally, your work did bring you in contact 
with many members of the executive branch of the Government? 

Mr. Weser. It did. 

Senator WeLker. You can’t tell us whom you did meet in the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government by virtue of your work on the 
Hill? 

Mr. Weser. Mr. Senator, I am very reluctant to mention any num- 
ber of very well known administrators and wartime officials from 
business and various policymaking people in the executive branch of 
the Government. 

Senator Weixer. That is because you don’t want to embarrass them 
regardless of whether or not there is any connection whatsoever. 

Mr. Weser. I don’t. 

Senator WELKER. Is that the reason you decline to answer the ques- 
tion about Max Lowenthal ? 

Mr. Werer. I declined under my privilege, 

Senator Werxer. In other words, you draw two different lines— 
one time you don’t want to involve anyone that might be embarrassed 
by your testimony, but when we get to Mr. Lowenthal you invoke 
your privilege under the fifth amendment as to not giving testimony 
that might be used against you. 

Mr. Wester. That is right. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Weber, you were arrested, were you not, in 1938 
while at the University of Virginia? 

Mr. Weper. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. That was in connection with a Communist project 4 

Mr. Weper. Workers Party Alliance. 

Mr. Morris. The Communist controlled Workers Party Alliance / 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know a man named David Carliner? 

Mr. Werner. I will plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. David Carliner was an undergraduate with you 
at the University of Virginia, was he not? 

Mr. Wesrer. I will plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Senator Weixer. That he was in college with you would tend to 
incriminate you? 

Mr. Wesrer. I only plead my privilege, Mr. Senator, when I think 
that indirectly or directly the information given is, in essence, com- 
pelling me to act as a witness against myself. 

Senator WeziKker. You think because of the fact that a man at- 
tended the same university that you did, an undergraduate with you, 
that it might tend to incriminate you ? 

Mr. Weser. Whether or not he was an undergraduate is, I presume, 
a matter of public record. 

Senator WeLKeEr. I think that is true. 

Mr. Weser. That is, I think, the case. Therefore, I am basing my 
answer upon my own relation to the event rather than on the question 
of what the facts of the matter are. 

Senator WELKER. Mr. Chairman, now that we are back at the Uni- 
versity of Virginia, may I interrupt a moment on this line. What was 
the date that you wrote your thesis—I think it is 1938—the one that I 
have here in my hand ? 

Mr. Weser. That is correct. 

Senator WeLKER. Counsel calls to my attention the fact that motion 
pictures are being made. 

The Cuarrman. Not of the witness. 

Senator Wetker. Your client is not being photographed. 

Mr. Lamperton. Are the words being recorded / 

The Cuarrman. The words are being recorded. 

Mr. Lampertron. We would like to ask that they not be recorded. 

Mr. Morris. The committee has made it a practice that the record- 
ing may be made. It is perfectly proper. The ban is effective as to the 
witness who does not desire to have his picture taken during the course 
of the testimony or while in the hearing room. 

Mr. LamBerton. We merely wanted to make the request. 

The Cuarrman. The pictures will not be taken. Proceed, Senator 
Welker. 

Senator WetKrr. My last question was on what? 

Mr. Wesrer. As to the date of that thesis. 

Senator WeLKeEr. Oh, yes. 1938. You gave 101 references to your 
work in the preparation of that thesis, did you not ? 

Mr. Wener. They are there listed. That would be accurate. 

Senator We._ker. Now I am handing you a list of the 101 references 
you made at that time, starting on page 121 of your thesis, and I will 
ask you if it isn’t a fact that 99 of those references were from Com- 
munists and only 2 are from non-Communists? 
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Mr. Weser. I think that that is, without a doubt, the case, and the 
reason for that, Senator, is this. 

Senator WevkeEr. I will ask you the questions. Now it is a fact that 
99 of the references you used were from Communists and 2 from non- 
Communists ? 

The CHarrMan. You can answer the question by a “yes 
answer and later clarify if you wish. 

Senator Werker. Will you answer that for me and then you can 
explain. 

Mr. Weser. The references that begin on page 121 I would assume 
that perhaps even a hundred percent, are to Marxist references and 
for the following reasons: These references are footnotes to quotations 
in the text. 

Senator Werker. I am mindful of that. 

Mr. Weser. But wherever it was necessary to substantiate an argu- 
ment that is found in Marxist works, it 1s the normal procedure to foot- 
note to your original source of reference. 

Senator Werker. That ismght. I think the committee understands 
that. Now directing your attention to page 121 

Mr. Lamperron. I understand that the committee allows a man to 
complete his answer. 

The CHairman. He may be allowed to complete his answer. 

Mr. Weper. I wanted to say that the general discussion of the 
concept of matter—Aristotle or Sophocles or any number of philoso- 
phers—which occurs in the text and in juxtaposition to the argument 
from the Marxist sources, that it is generally well known in philo- 
sophie cireles what the basic concepts were of previous philosophers 
who were discussing the concept of matter and for that reason I have 
not extensively footnoted every reference. But I didn’t subsequently, 
in discussing the Platonic concept of matter, continue to footnote 
iN various places. 

Senator Werxer. You did continue to give as references, though, 
in the 101 references you gave in your thesis in 1938, Mr. Engels, 40 
times. You can examine the book if you want to. I have copied 
them and I think you will take my word for it, because yon saw me 
counting them. You used Engels 40 times and Lenin 40 times and 
Karl Marx 12 times. 

Mr. Weper. Senator, let me say this: That further attempting to do 

a scholarly job on the Marxist concept of matter it is imperative that 
; study not only their stuff but that you document whatever analysis 
you make of their stuff. 

Senator Weixer. That is very true, which leads me to this ques- 
tion—99 of your references were Communist. Now at the time you 
wrote that thesis were you a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Weser. I have already declined under my privilege. 

Senator Wevker. You have already declined and you decline again; 
eee ibstanding the comment ? 

Mr. Weser. I decline there. 

Mr. Morris. Did you subsequent to David Carliner’s coming to 
Washington, endeavor to obtain legal business for him in Washing- 
ton? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege. 


9 99 


or “no 


188 INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 


Mr. Morrts. Did you confer with one Mary Jane Keeny in con- 
nection with trying to help Mr. David Carliner in trying to get es- 
tablished in Washington ? 

Mr. Weper. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Mary Jane Keeny ? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morrts. In 1947 you taught here in Washington at the King- 
Smith School, did you not? 

Mr. Weper. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. What did you teach there? 

Mr. Wepver. I would call it a current events type of course—politi- 
cal events as related to political theory in institutions. It was a 
weekly seminar that met in the evening of people that were attending 
that particular school. 

Senator Weiker. Now the King-Smith School, I think you told 
me yesterday, was a dancing school, was it not—dancing and musical 
school ? 

Mr. Weser. Well, I think their major interest was in voice train- 
ing, but they engaged apparently in other cultural activities, such 
as the drama. 

Senator Wetker. Dance. 

Mr. Weser. My impression was that they had a dancing group, but 
I am not positive. 

Senator Weiker. As a matter of fact, that was the very basis for 
the existence of the King-Smith School at that time, was it not— 
that it was a dancing school and a singing school? The young people 
went there for the purpose of learning to dance and to sing, am I 
not correct? 

Mr. Weser. Senator, I am not positive that this was the definitive 
limitation of the function of the school. 

Senator Wetxker. Well, certainly, they changed a little bit when 
they gave you the opportunity to come there and teach polities, did 
they not? 

Mr. Wener. Senator, I think that was the first time that they had 
ever asked anyone to give a 13-week seminar on the question of political 
institutions and current events. f 

Senator WeuKer. Yes; and you talked a great deal about commu- 
nism in your lectures, did you not? 

Mr. Werner. I will plead my privilege. 

The Cuatrman. What year was this? 

Mr. Weper. 1947, Senator. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you know Don Rothenberg? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know an Indian, who was assigned to the 
World Monetary Fund, by the name—it is a hyphenated name—spelled 
G-y-a-n - C-h-a-n-d. He is an Indian. 

Mr. Wrser. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. You will not give any testimony about Mr. Chand? 

Mr. Wrser. I plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Now did Mr. Chand make an offer to you on Decem- 
ber 18, 1947, that you do a 1,000-word newsletter for an Indian pro- 
Communist newspaper ? 

Mr. Werner. I will plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you actually do a newsletter for Mr. Chand? 
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Mr. Werner. I will plead my privilege. 

Senator Werner. Did you ever do a newsletter about India for 
anyone else other than Mr. Chand? 

Mr. Werner. Not to my knowledge, Senator. 

Mr. Morrts. Well, you planned to go to India, did you not, at 
one time? 

Mr. Werner. Let’s say that for many years I have wanted to make 
a study of Indian philosophy, particularly the Vedanta School of 
Philosophy, and the greatest living scholars in Hindu philosophy are 
in India. J not only would have liked to have gone, but I would like 
to go now for J or 2 years to make a study of Indian philosophy. 
As a matter of fact, a number of American philosophers have been 
| doing that. 
| - Senator Wenixer. Is that the only reason you wanted to go to 
| India? 

Mr. Weber. That is correct. 

Senator Wernker. You didn’t want to go over there to teach 
communism ? 

. Mr. Weser. No, Senator. 
~ Senator Wrrixer. Were you a member of the Communist Party 
then when you first attempted to go to India? 

Mr. Weper. IJ will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Kenneth Leslie? 

Mr. Wesrr. I will plead the privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. You mean you won't give us any testimony about Ken- 
neth Leslie of any kind? © - 

Mr. Weser. J will plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

_ Mr. Morris. Did you send Kenneth Leslie to Alabama at any time? 

Mr. Werrr. I will plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give testimony about your associations with 
one Ruth Rifkin ? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morrts. I have some questions about Mary Price and Charles 
Kramer concerning the winter of 1947. 

Mr. Werrr. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. About both of those ? 

Mr. Weper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Werixer. May I ask a question? 

Mr. Morris. Yes, Senator. 

Senator Werxer. Were you engaged in work in the Southern Con- 
ference for Human Welfare? 

Mr. Wesrr. Let me say that I knew the executive secretary, Dr. 
James Dumbrowsky, who is an ordained Christian minister, I believe, 
| and I knew the president, and for a time—I couldn't tell you when— 

~I was a member of their board of directors, I believe. 

Senator Wreixer. Did you know that as far back as March of 1944 
they were cited by the House Un-American Activities Committee as 
being a Communist front ? 

Mr. Wener. Senator, I would reply this way: I have not kept up 
with the work of the Un-American Affairs Committee. 

Senator Werxer. You kept up with things generally on the Hill 
here in Washington. 
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Mr. Werer. I think that that would be an unfair—not unfair—but 
an inaccurate kind of statement. I think it is exceedingly difficult for 
anybody to keep up with what is happening on the Hill. 

Senator Werner. Perhaps I am wrong, but you did keep up pretty 
well with the Hill so far as the bill called the Mundt-Nixon bill was 
concerned, did you not ? 

Mr. Weper. I read that bill. 

Senator Weixer. And that bill brought about a great deal of lobby- 
ing on your behalf against it, did it not ? 

Mr. Werner. I will plead my privilege. 

Senator Werxer. You would plead your privilege in that you 
lobbied against the Mundt-Nixon bill? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 

Senator Weixer. Do you care to tell the chairman of this com- 
mittee what the Mundt-Nixon bill was? 

Mr. Wever. Well, as I remember the bill, it was a bill introduced 
by Senator Mundt in the Senate and by Congressman Nixon in the 
House. When I had read the bill I thought, and I think now, that it 
constituted a basic change in the premises of American jurisprudence. 
As a matter of fact, I think it constitutes a change in a thousand 
years of Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence, in that it establishes degrees of 
loyalty, depending upon people’s opinions and associations and in this 
respect I think that it overthrows the whole history of basic freedom 
of association and free speech. 

Senator WeLker. Briefly speaking, without going into it deeply. 

Mr. Weser. May I say one other thing about it first ? 

Senator WeLxer. Yes. 

Mr. Wever. You see, I am a Virginian, born and raised in Virginia, 
and my people fought for the Confederacy and I grew up under 
Thomas Jefferson’s shadow and I would rather die than take away 
any man’s right to hold any political opinion whatsoever that he so 
chooses on the basis of his own reading and understanding, I 
wouldn’t do it. I wouldn’t consent to it and I would not penalize any 
man for his particular opinions. I wanted to mention that, Senator, 
for this reason: That it seems to me that the Mundt-Nixon bill, in set- 
ting up a Commission which degraded the loyalties of people on the 
basis of opinions and associations, is basically establishing a govern- 
ment which makes the government the arbiter and the measurer of the 
opinions of its citizens. Now I stay strictly with the Constitution 
when the Constitution says that all powers and rights that are not dele- 
gated to the Federal Government are reserved to the States and to the 
people. The people of America are sovereign. Their power comes 
from the consent of the Government and I do not believe that it is 
possible under our system of law to establish any commissioner which 
acts as an arbiter in terms of the free political opinions of its citizens 
and that is my feeling about the Mundt-Nixon bill. 

Senator Weixrr. You agree that the Mundt-Nixon bill was an 
anti-Communist bill, wasn’t it? 

Mr. Weser. Senator, I think that the bill did what I have said. 

Senator Wetxer. Will you answer the question? Will you agree 
with me that it was an anti-Communist bill 

Mr. Weser. I would say it was advertised as such. 

Senator Weixur. Yes, and you took it to be that, didn’t you? 
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Mr. Weprr. I took it to be a basic attack upon the whole history of 
Anglo-Saxon jurisprudence. 

Senator WeLKER. As a matter of fact, on May 18, 1948, on page 15 
of the Washington Post, you were a signer of a statement against the 
Mundt-Nixon bill, were you not ? 

Mr. Weper. I plead my privilege. 

Senator WeLker. You would plead your privilege. Now direct- 
ing your attention to a photostatic copy of the May 18 issue, year 
1948, of the Washington Post, I will ask you to examine that and 
see whether or not your name is on that advertisement. 

Mr. Weser. As it is here photostated my name is on_ that 
advertisement. 

Senator WELKER. Would you deny you ever gave consent for any- 
one to use your name on that? 

Mr. Weser. J would say I have no memory of having given any 
consent to this. 

Senator WeLKER. Had you been asked I assume you would gladly 
have given your name? 

Mr. Weser. It is doubtful. I am not in the habit of signing ads. 
I don’t basically think that public advertising has much effect on 
opinions. 

Senator WetKerR. Would you tell the committee who would use 
your name without your giving consent to it? 

Mr. Weper. Senator, this is beyond me. 

Senator WELKER. Beyond you? 

Mr. Weser. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Weber, you are not denying, however, you were 
actively engaged in opposition to the Mundt-Nixon bill? 

Mr. Weber. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may that whole excerpt go into the 
record ? 

The CuatrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you identify what it is? 

Mr. Manne. This is a photostat of an advertisement in the Wash- 
ington Post for May 18, 1948, page 15, headed “If the Mundt-Nixon 
bill is enacted—” 

The Cuairman. It is so ordered and the document will go into the 
record and become a part of the record. 

(Document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 75” 
follows.) 


and is as 


Exuisir No. 75 
[From the Washington Post, May 18, 1948] 


Ir THE Munpt Birt Is HnactEp—You May BE THINKING, SPEAKING, ACTING 
FOR THE Last TIME WITHOUT THREAT OF PRISON, HEAVY FINES, OR LOSS OF 
CITIZENSHIP 


We who have signed this statement believe it our duty to wain: 
That the Mundt bill, proposed by the Un-American Activities Committee, will 


_ gag freedom of speech and institute thought control. 


That efforts to effect changes in our Government by peaceful, constitutional 
means may become tantamount to treason, punishable by fines, 10 years’ im- 
prisonment, and loss of citizenship. 

That the Attorney General, a political appointee, will be given the extraordinary 
power to brand and destroy organizations as “Communist” on the basis of 
vague standards, if he believes that some of their views or activities are similar 
to some of the views and activities of a “Communist political organization” or 
a “foreign Communist government.” 
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That a political organization so branded will be required to register, file the 
names and addresses of all its members, and tag everything it distributes as 
“Communist.” Its members will face imprisonment if they work for the Goy- 
ernment, or travel abroad, or if their organization fails to register. 

That members of a nonpolitical organization, so branded, will similarly face 
fine and imprisonment if their organizations fail to comply with the act. 

That we already have laws making it a crime to advocate the overthrow of 
the Government by force and violence, and requiring registration by agents of 
foreign principals, but this bill denies the accused a trial before a court. The 
Attorney General is made prosecutor, judge, and jury. 

Under our constitutional system, no public official may prescribe what is 
orthodox in politics, religion, or other matters of opinion. Once such power 
is granted, liberty is subject to the whim of those in power, and any unorthodox 
opinion may be suppressed. 

It is clear, therefore, that if this bill is enacted, America will have been moved 
a long way toward fascism. 

Accordingly, we urge the Congress to reject the Mundt bill. 

The House is voting on this bill today. If you agree with our views, please 
phone or wire your Congressman now. Then arrange to join us in this effort 
by writing Miss Elizabeth Christman, 2901 Connecticut Avenue NW.. Wash- 


ington 8, D. C. 
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Washington Post 


Dr. Leon Gerber 
Simon Gerber 
Alexander E. Ginsberg 
Elizabeth Goldman 
Marcus I. Goldman 
Dr. Donald Goodchild 
Herman A. Greenberg 
Jan Hasbrouch 

M. H. Hedges 

Prof. Eugene C. Holmes 
Rev. T. Ewell Hopkins 
Charles H. Houston 
Eugenia Baker Hyde 
Mark P. Hyde 

Samuel H. Jaffee 
George N. Johnson 

Dr. Joseph L. Johnson 
William S. Johnson 
Paul R. Kelly 
Josephine H. Kyles 
Harry Lamberton 

Dr. Isadore Lattman 
Belford V. Lawson, Jr. 
Dr. R. E. R. Lovell 
Walter Marlowe 

John H. Martini 

Dr. C. Herbert Marshall 
Rev. James H. Marshall 
Frances McAvoy 
Angus McDonald 

John T. McManus 
Elizabeth J. Miller 
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WHAT OTHERS SAY 


Oliver T. Palmer 
Mary E. Perkins 
Leslie S. Perry 
John Perry 
Abel Plenn 
Martin Popper 
Evelyn Pressman 
Dr. Anna T. Rand 
Minnie Frost Rands 
David Rein 
Alexander Richter 
Samuel J. Rodman 
Allan R. Rosenberg 
Mrs. Bernard Rosenberg 
Lilliam L. Rosenthal 
Elizabeth Sasuly 
Robert J. Silberstein 
Alfred E. Smith 
Helen Hall Smith 
Hilda V. Smith - 
Samuel Spitzer 
Rev. Edmund Harding 
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Palmer Weber 
J. Daniel Weitzman 
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Dr. Irving Winik 
Bee R. Wolfe 
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“When exposure takes the form of official stigmatization and is attended by 


the imposition of severe handicaps, it amounts to suppression. 


And once this 


sort of Suppression is permitted, it is bound to be applied not alone to actual 
Communists but to dissenters and nonconformists of every kind. The end is a 
suppression of liberty in the name of security” 


May 9, 1948). 
New York Post 


(from editorial of Sunday, 


“Are the liberals really so terrified by congressional threats of purges that 
they refuse to take the leadership in opposing police state legislation, for fear 


that they might be labeled ‘slightly Red’? 


If so, Congressman Mundt and his 
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fellow conspirators on the Thomas Un-American Activities Committee have 
already achieved their primary purpose” (from editorial of April 29, 1948). 
CIO News 

“Our chief concern, frankly, is over the effects the measure would have on civil 
rights and the manner in which it could be used unfairly against labor unions 
and other liberal groups * * *. The Attorney General—be he Tom Clark or 
someone who succeeds him in the future—could, through design or error, destroy 
or seriously harm liberal organizations whieh have no connection with the 
Communist Party” (from editorial of May 10, 1948). 


National Association for the Advancenent of Colored People 

The bill is ‘a threat to all organizations engaged in the effort to obtain full 
citizenship rights for all American citizens * * *.” It “establishes a new 
standard for determining what is subversive. Heretofore this determination has 
been made by the courts on the basis of overt acts. Under this bill, opinions, atti- 
tudes, and associations may subject one to the charge of participating in sub- 
versive activities” (from statement of May 12, 1948). 
American Civil Liberties Union 

“The Civil Liberties Union is opposed to all penalties on mere opinion or 
association. It is ‘un-American’ in principle. It is ineffective in practice * * *. 
On all grounds the measure should be opposed by those who cherish the American 
principles of civil liberties” (from statement of April 29, 1948). 
National Lawyers Guild 

“This measure can only be understood as a product of mounting hysteria in our 
Jand. In the past we had the alien and sedition laws and the Palmer raids after 
World War il. They are among the blackest pages in American history. If this 
measure is enacted, its impact will be far greater * * * while the shadow of 
freedom might remain, the substance would be lost’ (from statement of May 
3, 1948). 

THIS SPACE ITAS BEEN PAID FOR BY THE ABOVE SIiGNERS 


Senator Wevker. I think the record should show that Mr. Mandel 
is the research director. 

The Cuairman. The record will so show. 

Mr. Morris. 1 would like to revert back a little bit. You made the 
statement in the course of your testimony here today that you would 
at no time object to anyone’s making a speech or expressing his views 
under any circumstances. Do you recall that yeu were active in a 
protest strike against the appearance of Mine. Tatiana Tchernavin 
while at the University of Virginia? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you not protest the appearance of that woman 
because she was considered anti-Soviet at that time? 

Mr. Werner. | will plead my privilege. 

Senator Wre_ker. Mr. Chairman, for the benefit of counsel and the 
witness, let me say for the record that this witness has opened up that 
subject matter by his own testimony that he would never object. to 
such appearance, and now, since he has opened up the subject matter, 
he comes in and makes a stopping point and clams the privilege. I 
submit by that question the witness is in contempt of this committee. 

The Cnairman. | direct and order that you answer the last question 
stated to you by counsel. 

Senator WeLker. If you desire, 1 suggest you consult with your 
counsel. 

The Cuaiman. You may consult with your counsel. 

Mr. Wener. I would like to plead the privilege, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Weber, did you on March 15, 1948, meet. with 
Albert Blumberg, who was an official of the Communist Party of 


194 INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 


Maryland, and one David Bennett at the Union Station in Wash- 
ington ? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Were you joined on that occasion by Elizabeth Sasuly 
and one Daniel ve Weitzman ? 

Mr. Weeer. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give us any testimony about that particular 
episode ? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. I. F. Stone is a frequent visitor at your home, 
is he not? 

oes Wreer. I would not describe him as a frequent visitor. I know 

. Stone. 

T he Cuairman. I didn’t get your answer. 

Mr. Wrser. I would not describe him as a frequent visitor. I say 
that I know Mr. Stone. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Mr. Clark Foreman ? 

Mr. Weever. Yes; I know him. 

Mr. Morris. Who was Clark Foreman? 

Mr. Weser. Clark Foreman is a southerner from Atlanta, Ga., 
who was an official here in the New Deal. He was president of the 
Southern Conference for Human Welfare. 

Mr. Morris. And you have frequently known and associated with 
and engaged in activities with Clark Foren nan, have you not? 


Mr. Weerr. I don’t, Mr. Counsel, know what thé adjective “fre- 


quent” means, but he is a friend of mine. 

Mr. Morris. And you have seen him from time to time in the course 
of the last 10 years? 

Mr. Wesrr. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Mr. C. B. Baldwin? 

Mr. Weser. Yes; I know Mr. Baldwin. 

Mr. Morris. Who is C. B. Baldwin? 

Mr. Weser. He is a Virginian from southwest Virginia, who was 
the secretary to Mr. Wallace at the Department of Agriculture and 
subsequently the Administrator of the Farm Security Administration 
and after that an assistant to Mr. Hillman and subsequently the execu- 
tive secretary of the Progressive Party. 

Mr. Morris. Now were you told by Mr. Baldwin that you should 
try to get the National Association for the Advancement of Colored 
People to ils the question of Glenn Taylor’s arrest during the 
1948 campaign ? 

Mr. Werner. I take it you are referring to Senator Glenn Taylor? 

Mr. Morris. I am sorry. Former Senator Glenn Taylor. 

Mr. Werner. I presume the occasion you are referri ing to is his arrest 
when he entered a Negro church in Birmingham, Ala. ? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Weper. It is possible that Mr. Baldwin could have talked to 
me about such a matter. I have no particular memory of it, Mr. 
Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Now you have been a member of the board of the Na- 
bina Association for the Advancement of Colored People, have you 
not ¢ 

Mr. Wuper. That is correct. 
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Mr. Morris. For what period of time were you a member of the 
board? 

Mr. Wesrr. Now, as well as I can recall—I am not positive about 
the date—but I would say roughly from 1946 through 1950. 

Mr. Morris. Now during that period—1946—50—while a member 
of the board of the National Association for the Advancement of Col- 
ored People, were you a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did the leaders of the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People know that you were a Communist? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. We will put it this way: The National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People—the officials of the National As- 
sociation for the Advancement of Colored People have a policy against 
having members of the Communist Party on their board, do they not? 

Mr. Weser. That is correct. 

The Cuamman. And you were a member of their board? 

Mr. Weser. I was, Senator. 

The Cuatrman. And yet you plead your privilege when asked if 
you were a Communist ? 

Mr. Weser. I do, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have been a close associate of John Abt, have 
you not? 

Mr. Weper. I will plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Now do you know a man named William Glazier? 

Mr. Weser. I know Mr. Glazier. 

Mr. Morris. Who was he? 

Mr. Weser. Mr. William Glazier is the Washington legislative rep- 
resentative, to the best of my knowledge, of the International Long- 
shoremen’s Union. 

Mr. Morris. Now have you worked with Harry Bridges from time 
to time? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Have you worked with Simon Gerson ? 

Mr. Wezer. | will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. You will give us no testimony about your activities in 
that regard ? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you use the office of the National Lawyers Guild 


to conduct. a campaign against the Ober bill. 


Mr. Weser. I plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you work in conjunction with a man named Robert 
Silverstein who was an executive secretary of the National Lawyers 
Guild in this project ? 

Mr. Wewer. I plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. In this connection did you meet with Joan Anthony ! 

Mr. Wener. I plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you meet with one Gertrude Evans? 

Mr. Wener. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Now do you know a former French official named 
Pierre Cot? 

Mr. Weser. Do I know him? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Weser. No. 
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Mr. Morris. Do you know an English member of the House of Com- 
mons named Zilliacus ¢ 

Mr. Weser. I plead the privilege. 

Senator WreiKer. May I ask a question ? 

The CHatrmMan. Certainly. 

Senator Weiker. Did you ever know a Mr. and Mrs. Abernathy 
who operated a bookstore across the street from the entrance to the 
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, N. C.? 

Mr. Weser. I plead the privilege. 

Senator Wre.Ker. Do you remember making a speech, New Orleans, 
on November 30, 1946, when you were with the CIO Political Action 
Committee ? 

Mr. Weser. I made a lot of speeches when I was with the CIO 
Political Action Committee. I have no particular memory of any 
speech. 

Senator Wrtker. You are noted, in the New York Times of 1946, 
as having said— 

We have made some gain in the South, shaking loose several cotton and oil 
Congressmen from the House and although not all of their successors are a bit 
better we have knocked some of the old gang loose from the important committee 
chairmanships. 

You did make that statement, didn’t you? 

Mr. Weser. [ think it is possible I did make that. I couldn’t speak 
for the absolute capacity of the New York Times as far as accurate 
reporting is concerned, although I hold them in very high esteem and 
read it every day. 

Senator Wrixer. I appreciate that. So that the record might be 
clear: You claim your privilege against giving testimony against your- 
self under the fifth amendment as to whether or not you have been a 
member of the Communist Party up to say January 1, 1951? 

Mr. Weser. That is correct. 

Senator Weixer. Have you at any time since January 1, 1951, de- 
livered any information or any material to any member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Wrrer. I plead my privilege, Mr. Senator. 

Senator Wetker. Do you want to tell us, then as of January 1, 1951, 
you have had a complete and full break with the Communist Party? 

Mr. Weper. I plead my privilege. 

Senator Werxer. And you deny whether or not at this time, or prior 
to this time, from and since January 1, 1951, you have been in contact 
with members of the Communist Party, or allies, by delivering to them 
documents, messages, or anything of that nature? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege, Mr. Senator. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state that the witness 
here has denied knowing Pierre Cot, but invoked his privilege when 
I asked about Zilliacus. Do you know that in 1949 those two gentle- 
men endeavored to get visas to the United States and were turned 
down ? 

Mr. Wener. I recall that case. 

Mr. Morris. Now were you active in trying to have the decision of 
the State Department reversed in turning down their visas? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege. 
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Mr. Morris. In that connection, didn’t you ask one Luke Wilson to 
speak to certain influential people in Washington to try to have the 
State Department reverse that decision ? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you speak to one Elizabeth Sasuly in this con- 
nection ? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you speak with Sarah D’Avila to ask her to use 
her influence in that regard ? 

Mr. Wener. I will plead my privilege. 

Senator WELKER. What is your age? 

Mr. Weser. I am 39. 

Senator Werxer. What was your draft status in World War IT? 

Mr. Weper. Well, I had spent 5 years in a tuberculosis sanatorium 
and had flebitis of the left leg at the time of an appendectomy in 1939, 
so the draft people thought I was rather a poor subject, poor material. 
I do not remember the precise status—whether it was 1V-F or II-C, 
or what the precise status was. 

Senator Werker. Since that time you have been steadily and gain- 
fully employed? Your illness hasn’t caused you to be hospitalized 
for any length of time? 

Mr. Weser. I have not been hospitalized. 

Mr. Morris. Were you active in the Bill of Rights Congress in the 
summer of 1949? 

Mr. Wepser. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. At that time can you recall making a statement that the 
United States is closer to fascism than any other country im the world? 
That was in the summer of 1949. 

Mr. Weser. Give me that statement again. 

Mr. Morris. The United States is closer to fascism than any other 
country in the world. 

Mr. Wezer. I don’t remember any such statement and it seems to 
me—I can scarcely conceive that I made such a statement for the 
simple reason that Franco Spain is a Fascist country and obviously 
it would be very stupid to make a statement that the United States is 
closer to fascism. 

Mr. Morrts. Was Arnold Johnson, a legislative representative of the 
Communist Party, ever a guest at your home? 

Mr. Weser. I will plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. The fact is, he was at your home on August 8 and 
August 9, 1939, was he not ? 

Mr. Weser. I plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a speaker at a Negro freedom rally on Octo- 
ber 14, 1949, at which Paul Robeson was the principal speaker ? 

Mr. Werer. I plead the privilege. 

Senator WELKER. Did you ever know a Jady by the name of Mary S. 
Markward? 

Mr. Weser. Not to my knowledge. J have no memory. 

Senator Wetker. This may refresh your memory. She has been 
identified in the press and in several court trials as being an active 
member of the Communist Party in the District of Columbia and in 
adjoining Maryland while under orders of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation. Does that refresh your memory ? 

Mr. Weser. On who she is? 
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Senator Wrrker. Yes. 

Mr. Weser. Did I understand your question correctly ? 

Senator Wrerxer. Did you ever know her, I think I said. 

Mr. Weser. And I think I answered, Senator, to the best of my 
memory, no. 

Senator Weixer. Not to your knowledge. Now, refreshing your 
memory as to who she really was, does that ‘refresh your memor y? 

Mr. Weser. I have no memory of any woman named Markward. 

Senator WrLKeEr. I will ask this: Did you have any knowledge of 
ever attending any meeting, political or otherwise, with Mary S. 
Markward ? 

Mr. Weper. I will plead my privilege. 

The Cu. AIRMAN. If you don’t know the lady you don’t need to plead 
your privilege. You just say that you don’t know her. 

Mr. Weser. Well, I don’t know her. 

The Cuamman. All right. You just say you don’t know her, but 
don’t plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morris. On March 7, 1950, did you meet with one Si Gerson, 
Robert Silver stein, and a man eee Tom Buchanan, who was then a 
reporter in Washington, for the purpose of organizing against the 
Mundt-Nixon bill? 

Ir. Weser. I plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Well, do you know Simon Gerson ? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Mr. Silverstein ? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Mr. Buchanan? 

Mr. Wesrr. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Franklin Victor Reno? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know he was a member of a Communist under- 
ground group and was subsequently indicted for perjury ? 

Mr. Wener. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know Donald Burke, the Virginia State Secre- 
tary of the Communist Party, the man who held that position ? 

Mr. Werrr. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Now, one of the paid lobbyists, at least one of the ac- 
knowledged lobbyists of the campaign against the Mundt-Nixon bill, 
was aman named Jerry O'Connell. Will you give us your testimony 
about Jerry O’Connell? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Now did you run a party on behalf of a publication 
called The California Eagle? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my ’ privilege. 

Mr. RoR, Did you contribute $100 to the support of that 
newspaper ? 

Mr. Weser. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you pledge $100 at a meeting held on April 19, 
1950, which was attended by many members of the Communist Party 
in Washington at which Paul Robeson entertained and in the course | 
of that you gave $100 in contribution ? 

Mr. Weter. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever registered as a lobbyist? 


| 
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Mr. Werner. Have J ever registered as a lobbyist? No; Ihave never 

registered as a lobbyist. 

Mr. Morris. Do you think your activities were such that they re- 
quired you to register as a lobbyist / 

Mr. Wrerr. If T had thought so I would have registered as a 
lobbyist. 

Mr. Morris. And you will give us no testimony about your associa- 
tion with David Wahl? 

Mr. Werner. | plead my privilege on it. 

Mr. Morris. Now in connection with your career at the University 
of Virginia, do you know a man named Homer G. Ritchie? 

Mr. Werner. I plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you enlist his aid in translating Lenin’s works for 
your thesis / ; 

Mr. Weser. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a woman named Lucy Murray Fowler? 
She is from Charlottesville ¢ 

Mr. Weper. I will plead my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Were you an ac nae member of the National Students 
League at the university / 

Mr. Wener. I will plead the privilege. Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. In connection with the movement from the various 
committees to which you were assigned, did you get the aid of any 
person you knew to be a Communist and transfer hin from one assign- 
ment to another? 

Mr. Weprer. May I say that the only transfer or the only change in 
jobs that I ever made was from the House Committee on Interstate 
Migration to the Senate Committee. 

Mr. Morris. Who helped you in making that change? 

Mr. Werner. Well, I think it would be in error to say that anybody 
had helped me. 

Senator Jounston. When was that? 

Mr. Weer. This was in the spring of 1943, Senator. 

Senator WerKxer. Mr. Chairman, may Task a question? 

Senator Jenner. Yes: Senator Welker. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Weber, do you remember in October of 1938— 
that is a long time back—when you were a student at the University 
of Virginia, writing an article in the University of Virginia College 
Topics entitled Communists and Fascists? 

Mr. Wener. I wrote some articles for College Topics but I have no 
memory of any particular article. . 

Senator Weixer. I will ask you if upon that date you did write the 
following: 


Anyone who has the red scare should read what the Communists say about 
themselves. Myr. Browder is a very bonest man. In bis last speech to the tenth 
national convention of the Communists he spoke principally of how the Com- 
munists were doing everything in their feeble power to help the New Deal and 
to defend democracy in the United States. It is true that 8 years ago the Com- 
munists thought their job was to overthrow the “Capitalistic Democracy” and 
to set up a government of workers; however, the development of fascism has 
been a liberal education. The Communists now realize that their best bet is to 
defend liberal democracy. It is the Fascists, not the Communists, who are try- 
ing to overthrow the American form of government. But this in itself is 
not what makes fascism the main danger in America. Fascism is the weapon of 
the big capitalists against a liberal democracy which they no longer control. 


This would argue that the liberals and New Dealers had better keep their weather 
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eye peeled for Fascists moves on the right wing of American society. This 
crowd is ruthless, it has the money and the economic power to strangle the coun- 
try ; they are determined to kill the New Deal by hook or crook—if necessary, by 
fascism. This is why fascism is the main enemy of liberal democracy today. 
Mr. Browder has even gone so far as to say that the Communists would like 
to extend the American form of government to the South. It would be pleasant 
if the mass of southern people had the franchise, for then the reactionaries like 
Byrd, Glass, and Pat Harrison would be put on the sheif. It is precisely this 
lack of democracy in the South that may lead to fascism. In the meantime it 
would be better for genuine southerners to attack the anti-Democrats and po- 
tential Fascists in our Southland rather than worrying about red bogey men. 


Did you or did you not write that at the time heretofore stated by 
me ? 

Mr. Werrr. In my opinion, Senator, if it appeared under my signa- 
ture I should be willing to stand by it. 

Senator Wreixer. Under that article appeared the initials F. P. W. 
Now, you ought to know whether or not you wrote that article. 

Mr. Weser. My problem is that I have no memory of the article. 

Senator WeLxer. You wouldn’t say whether you did or didn’t. 

Mr. Weser. IJ can’t. 

Mr. Morris. Were you connected in any way with farm research ? 

Mr. Weser. No. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you know a man named Lem Harris? 

Mr. Werer. I plead the privilege. 

Mr. Morrts. Do you know another man connected with farm re- 
search named Charles Coe? 

Mr. Weerer. I plead privilege on that. 

Mr. Morris. I have no further questions in that regard. 

The Cuarrman. Senator Johnston, do you have any questions? 

Senator Jonnsron. I have no questions. 

The Cuatrman. Senator Welker? 

Senator We.Ker. No further questions, 

Mr. Morrts. Mr. Mandel, do you have any articles of writing that 
you want put in this record ? 

Mr. Manpet. I have here a photostat of an article appearing in the 
Daily Worker of September 25, 1946, page 3, in which a Mr. Palmer 
Weber, national research director of the CIO-PAC, addresses a 
meeting of district 9 of the United Steelworkers of America, and he 
is quoted here as saying: 

He also spoke sharply at the imperialistic policy of Great Britain and of the 
anti-Soviet hysteria being built up by the reactionaries. 

I would like to put that in. 

The CrarrmMan. Let it go into the record and become a part thereof. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 76” and is as 
follows :) 

[From the Daily Worker, New York, Sept. 25, 1946] 
STEELWORKERS District ASSAILS WALLACE FIRING 


Special to the Daily Worker 


sETHLEHEM, Pa., September 24.—A resolution condemning the firing of Henry 
Wallace and resolving to “join him in his fight for peace’ was unanimously passed 
by delegates to the district 9 annual conference of the United Steelworkers of 
America held here. A 

The 3-day session of 234 delegates from 51 USA locals reaffirmed the general 
progressive policy of the union on both political and economic issues. 
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Palmer Weber, national research director of CIO-PAC put the Wallace affair 
before the delegates. He gave a play-by-play description of the way poll-tax 
Democrats and Tory Republicans butchered the peace policy of the late President 
Roosevelt. He also spoke sharply of the imperialist policy of Great Britain 
and of the anti-Soviet hysteria being built up by the reactionaries. 

International secretary-treasurer, David J. McDonald, who also addressed the 
delegates, reviewed the USA’s history from a small group of 8,000 members to its 
present status as the country’s largest union. McDonald said the USA is free 
of factionalism and would not stand for factionalism. He also emphasized the 
important role of President Philip Murray in the union and CIO generally. 

MeDonald’s refrain from Red-baiting such as have marked bis recent speeches 
led to speculation among some delegates on whether he is abandoning that sort of 
factionalism. 


‘Mr. Lamperron. Mr. Chairman, I would like to allow the witness, 
or, rather, have the witness correct or edit his testimony in this 
proceeding in rough draft. 

The Cnairman. The witness will be allowed and you will be al- 
lowed to see the testimony at any time. 

There being nothing further, the committee will stand adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 11:15 a. m., the hearing was adjourned.) 
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INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 
DEPARTMENTS 


WEDNESDAY, APRIL 22, 1953 


Untrep Srares SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Act AND OTHER INTERNAL 
Securiry Laws, or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in the Old 
Supreme Court room, the Capitol, Senator Herman Welker presiding. 

Present: Senator Welker. 

Present also: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

Senator WeLKerR. Mr. Ober, will you come forward, please, and be 
sworn? Raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear that the 
testimony you will give before this subcommittee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Oper. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF HARRY OBER, TAKOMA PARK, MD., ACCOMPANIED 
BY HARRY I. RAND, ATTORNEY AT LAW, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Senator Werner. Will you state your name, your residence, and 
your occupation ? 

Mr. Oper. Harry Ober, 7609 16th Avenue, Takoma Park, Md. I 
am an economist. 

Senator Wrerxker. Counsel ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of calling this witness here 
today is to extend the inquiry being conducted by the subcommittee 
into the organization that was formerly known as the National Re- 
search Project of the WPA. Sworn testimony to date shows that 
many of the people who were in that National Research Project pro- 
ceeded to go to high places in Government and in the course of time 
were exposed to Communist agents. Whittaker Chambers testitied 
before this committee in October of last year that David Weintraub, 
then head of the National Research Project, and his assistant, Irving 
Kaplan, were both to his knowledge members of the Communist 
Party. 

The witness here today did work in the national research project, 
did you not, Mr. Ober? 

Mr. Ozer. Yes. 

Senator Werxer. Before proceeding further, Counsel, will you 
identify yourself for the record by your name, your home address, 
and your professional address? 
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Mr. Ranp. Harry I Rand. Home address, 1801 Emerson Street 
NW., in the District of Columbia. Office address, Wyatt Building, 
District of Columbia. 

Senator Wre.xer. We are glad to have you with us, Counsel. 

Mr. Ranp. Thank you. 

Senator WeiKker. You may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ober, did you graduate from the City College in 
New York in 1929? 

Mr. Ozer. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born? 

Mr. Oper. Poland. 

Mr. Morrts. In 1902? 

Mr. Oper. 1902. 

Mr. Morrts. When did you come to the United States? 

Mr. Oper. In 1921. 

Mr. Morris. When were you naturalized ? 

Mr. Oper. In 1927. 

Mr. Morrts. In 1927 at the time of your naturalization, were you 
a Communist ? 

Mr. Oper. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you graduated from City College of New York 2 years later in 19294 

Mr. Oper. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You were not. Did you do any postgraduate work, 
Mr. Ober ? 

Mr. Oper. Yes; I did postgraduate work at the Wharton School 
of the University of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Morris. From 1937 to 1940; is that right ? 

Mr. Oper. Approximately ; yes. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you obtain a degree? 

Mr. Onrr. I did not. I didn’t complete my thesis for a degree. 

Mr. Morris. I see. Will you tell us what your first Government 
employment was, Mr. Ober? 

Mr. Oser. That is, Federal or State ? 

Mr. Morris. Oh, yes, you have some State employment. What 
was your State employment, Mr. Ober ? 

Mr. Oper. New York State Housing Board was, I believe, my first 
short-time job. I was only on one job. 

Mr. Morris. That was from March 1930 to August 1930; is that 
right ? 

Mr. Oper. That is approximately right. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist at that time, Mr. Ober? 

Mr. Osrr. I decline to answer that on the grounds that any answer 
I give might tend to incriminate me, and in doing so I rely on my 
rights and privileges under the Constitution and particularly under 
the fifth amendment, that portion of the fifth amendment which states 
that no person shall be required to testify against himself. 

Senator Weixer. That is a very good objection and the committee 
will recognize it, Mr. Ober. 

Mr. Morris. Do you have any other State employment ? 

Mr. Osrr. I worked for the Emergency Home Relief Bureau. I 
don’t know whether that was entirely State or partly State and partly 
city. 
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Mr. Morrts. That was from December 1931 to August 1936; is that 
right ? 

“Mr. Oner. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that 
time ? 

Mr. Ozer. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator We1Ker. The record will show that when the witness makes 
the short-form objection, it will be taken in the form of the objection 
he made in answer to the original question. 

Mr. Morris. Did you work for the New Theater School from August 
30, 1936, to July 19387? 

Mr. Oper. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Was the director of that school Mr. Mark Marvin? 
Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator WelKeER. You say you worked at the theater school 

Mr. Oper. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do there? 

Mr. Oser. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator WELKER. I want to call to your attention, Mr. Ober, and 
to you, Counselor, that you, the witness, yourself, opened up the matter 
that you worked at this school, and I think you are very familiar with 
the rule that since the witness has opened up a subject matter he now 
cannot claim that privilege. Now I order and direct you to answer 
the question, what did you do at the New Theater School. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Senator WuLkER. The record will show the consultation. 

Mr. Ranp. What was the question ? 

Senator Weiker. What did you do at the New Theater School ? 

Mr. Oper. I hada managerial position. My work consisted mainly 
in collecting funds from the students who registered, who didn’t pay 
peaeubire fund at once, but had to pay periodically on an installment 

asis. 

Senator Wetker. Will you describe that school to the committee, 
what it did, what its main function was, its main class of work? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator WeLker. Once again I admonish you, as I did before the 
last question, and I order and direct you, since you opened up the sub- 
ject matter, to answer that question. 

Mr. Ozer. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator Werxer. I want to be perfectly fair with you, Mr. Wit- 
ness, and to your counsel. This committee has no desire whatsoever 
to get anyone in contempt of the committee but you certainly, Counsel, 
are familiar with the law, which definitely states that the witness, once 
he opens up a subject matter, cannot call a stopping place. You are 
open now for full examination as to the New Theater School. Once 
again, I order and direct you to answer the question. Will you read 
the last question to him, Mr. Reporter ? 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested.) 

Mr. Osrr. May I consult my counsel ? 

Senator Weiker. Very well. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oper. Its main function, as far as I know, was to teach indi- 
viduals acting, directing, and makeup and other matters relating to 
the theater. 
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Senator Wetker. You say that is the main function. Did it have 
any other function ? 

Mr. Oszer. I don’t know of any other function. 

Senator Wetker. Were any of the students taught any political 
philosophy of any kind ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oper. I decline to answer that, sir, on the grounds previously 
stated. 

Senator Weixker. On the grounds previously stated to you I order 
and direct you to answer that question. 

Mr. Oper. I rely on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator WELKER. You may proceed, Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Was the New Theater School formed for the benefit 
of the Communist Party, to your knowledge ? 

Mr. Ozer. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator WELKER. Once again the Chair orders and directs you to 
answer that question for the reasons heretofore stated by the acting 
chairman. 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Was Mr. Mark Marvin the director of that school? 
That is M-a-r-v-i-n. I am not asking you whether you were dealing 
with him now, but do you have the knowledge that he was formerly the 
director of the school? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege, as heretofore stated. 

Senator WeLKErR. You stand on your privilege not to answer that 
question ? 

Mr. Oper. Yes, sir. 

Senator We.kKer. Even though you testified it was a dancing, make- 
up, and theatrical school, you do not want to say who one of the 
directors of the school happened to be? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like the record to show that in 
application form submitted to the Government by Mr. Ober he listed 
his preceding employment from August 1936 to July 1937 the New 
Theater School, 116 West 46th Street, a vocational school, director 
Mark Marvin, 132 West 43d Street, New York City, director. Rather, 
it listed your duties as the director of the school, not Mr. Mark Mar- 
vin. Mr. Mark Marvin was given as your immediate superior. This 
was dated the 14th of October 1940. 

Senator Wetxer. I will ask the witness to look at the exhibit and 
identify it, and I will ask him whether it is a true representation of 
the application submitted by him. 

Mr. Morris. Just show him that ee of the document. 

Is this your signature, Mr. Ober? 

Mr. Oper. I decline to answer that. 

Senator WeiKer. Louder, please. I cannot hear you. 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator Werker. Did you see a signature on that photostatic docu- 
ment purporting to be the signature of one Harry Ober? 

Mr. Oper. I saw a signature. 

Senator Werixer. Do you say that was your signature or was not? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege, sir, as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever make an application such as that? 
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Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you take Federal employment in July 1937? 

Mr. Oper. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Were you with the national research project ? 

Mr. Oper. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Was David Weintraub the head of the national re- 
search project at that time? 

Mr. Osrr. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. You were an intimate friend of David Weintraub at 
that time, were you not, Mr. Ober? 

Mr. Opser. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. You lived in the same apartment with Mr. Weintraub, 
did you not? 

Mr. Oser. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know a man who was Mr. Weintraub’s assist- 
ant at that time, named Irving Kaplan ? 

Mr. Oser. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. How did you obtain your employment with the na- 
tional research project ? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator Weiker. Did you make application there, Mr. Ober ? 

Mr. Oper. May I consult my counsel ? 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ozer. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator Wrixer. The acting chairman never knew that it was a 
crime to make application for a job. I order and direct you to answer 
that question. 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Were you in the same cell of the Communist Party 
as David Weintraub at that time? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. You and David Weintraub published books together, 
did you not, Mr. Ober ? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. On the same application, photostat of which I showed 
you a short time ago, you list as your exhibit F a writing entitled 
“Union Policies Relating to Technological Developments,” by David 
Weintraub and Harry Ober. 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you write a publication called Trade Union Policy 
and, Technological Change, by Harry Ober ? 

Mr. Ober. I did. 

Mr. Morris. You did? 

Mr. Osrr. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. How long were you employed at the National Re- 
search Project ? 

Mr. Osrer. From July 1937 to March 1941. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do at the end of March 1941? 

Mr. Oper. At the end of March 1941 I got a civil service appoint- 
ment in the United States Department of Labor in Washington, D. C., 
and I accepted that. 

Mr. Morris. At the time of your applying for this position with 
the United States Department of Labor, did you give as a reference 
for this job a Dr. George W. Taylor ? 
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Mr. Oper. I believe I did. 

Mr. Morris. Did you give as a reference Dr. Gladys L. Palmer? 

Mr. Oper. I do not recall. 

Mr. Morrts. I would like to show you this application form again. 
You have listed Dr. Gladys L. Palmer, 3219 North 17th Street, Phila- 
delphia, as one of your references. Is that conceivable? Does that 
square with your recollection ? 

Mr. Over. I stand on my privilege and I decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. What is that? 

Mr. Oper. I would like to look at it. 

Mr. Ranp. What is the question, Mr. Morris? What was the 
question ? 

Mr. Morris. Will you look at the five names there. Are they the 
names that you gave as references for this job with the United States 
Department of Labor? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege 
Mr. Morrts. Read the first one. 
Mr. Oper. Dr. George W. Taylor. 
Mr. Morris. You did give him as reference, did you not? You have 
so testified, Mr. Ober. 

Mr. Oxser. May I consult my counsel ? 

Mr. Morris. You may. 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oper. As to Dr. Taylor, I have an independent recollection be- 
sides this document. As to the others I have no recollection as having 
given them, and for that reason I would stand on my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. That is not the reason you are going to stand on your 
privilege, because you haven’t any recollection. You have your own 
application form in front of you, Mr. Ober. Thatis your form. That 
is something that you submitted to the Government. What are the 
five names that you have on that list? Will you read them into the 
record ? 

Mr. Ranp. You want him to read the names in the document? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Oper. I will read the names in that document, but I have not 
gone beyond that. Dr. George W. Taylor, Dr. Gladys L. Palmer, 
George Perazich, Harry Magdoff, and Edmund Stone. 

Mr. Morrts. Will your return that, please ? 

Senator Wetxer. As I understand your answer, you are willing to 
admit that you used the reference of Dr. George W. Taylor, but under 
the privilege given you by the fifth amendment you decline to answer 
with respect to the other four. 

Mr. Oper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weiker. I heard you say a moment ago, Mr. Ober, that you 
did not recall whether or not you used their names as reference. Am 
I correct on that ? 

Mr. Ozer. I did not recall. I recall that I did use Dr. Taylor’s 
name. 

Senator WeLker. Certainly if you cannot recall using a name, you 
do not have to sit down there and hide behind the fifth amendment. 
If you cannot recall using something, answer. That is a perfectly 
legitimate answer. Counsel, I am sure you will agree with me on that. 
The fifth amendment does not protect you about something you do not 
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recall. If you do not recall something, say so, and it is a perfectly 
legitimate answer. 

Mr. Ranp. Mr. Senator, what is the question? There have been 
numerous questions involving so-called application forms. I think if 
Mr. Ober were asked direct questions he would answer them. 

Senator Weiker. I think he has been asked direct questions, and 
if you will pay attention down there as much as we are, you would 
not have any trouble. 

Mr. Morris. Did you give George Perazich as a reference at this 
time ? 

Mr. Ranp. May I consult him a moment in view of the Senator’s 
remarks ? 

Senator WELKER. Sure. 

(Witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oper. I do not recall. 

Mr. Morrts. Did you know George Perazich ? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you don’t recall whether or not you 
gave Mr. Perazich as a reference even though we showed his name on 
your own application form at the time. But we ask you the question, 
did you know him at that time, and you invoke your privilege under 
the fifth amendment. 

Senator Weiker. Now the acting chairman will order and direct 
you to answer that question. 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Mr. Harry Magdoff ? 

Mr. Oser. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Magdoff was then with the Advisory Commission 
of the National Defense Council, Washington, D. C. Did you remem- 
ber him at that time? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, is there anything in the file of Mr. Ober 
which indicates there was any recommendation made? 

Senator WELKER. The record will show that Mr. Mandel is the re- 
search director of the committee. I think it already appears in there, 
but for purposes of this interrogation it will so show again. 

Mr. Manvev. I have here a letter from the United States Depart- 
ment of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Washington, D. C., Feb- 
ruary 14, 1941. The memorandum is to Mr. N. Arnold Tolles from 
Mr. R. J. Myers: 


Re Application for P-3 job, Harry Ober. 

I am enclosing a record of training and experience and two samples of writings 
submitted by Mr. Harry Ober, in support of his application for a P-38 job. 
I believe Mr. Ober would make a suitable employee, and recommend that you 
interview him, with the view of employing him if he seems satisfactory. 

The attached mimeographed article was written entirely by Mr. Ober, I 
understand. Both it and the bulletin on trade-union policy indicate the ability 
to write effectively. Mr. Ober has been highly recommended by David Wein- 
traub, Irving Kaplan, Harry Magdoff, and Prof. George Taylor, whose letter I 
have enclosed. Gladys Palmer has also recommended him, although she com- 
mented that he might have something to learn with regard to the analyzing of 
masses of statistical material. She expressed no doubt that he would be able 
to pick this up readily. Ober has had a very good academic background in 
Statistics and labor economics. 

I am not enclosing the suggested letter to Mr. Ober, since I hope you will call 
him by telephone today and arrange for him to come down. Otherwise, we should 
not hope to hear from him before Monday. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you authenticate that letter, and then, 
Mr. Chairman, may it go into the record of investigation. 

Mr. Manpev. This is a letter from the file. 

Mr. Morris. Authenticated through either Mr. Myers or Mr. Tolles. 

Mr. Chairman, may it go into the record ? 

Senator WeLker. It may be entered in the record at this point. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 77” and was 
read in full by Mr. Mandel.) 

Mr. Morris. How long did you stay in the United States Depart- 
ment of Labor? 

Mr. Over. From March 1941 to October, I believe the 22d, of 1952. 

Mr. Morris. October 22, 1952 ? 

On October 21, 1952, were you a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Oper. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You were not. Did you appear before the Senate 
Internal Security Committee at that time? 

Mr. Over. No. That was on the 23d. 

Mr. Morris. You appeared before the Senate committee on the 23d. 
Did you receive a summons from Senator Eastland, of this committee, 
to appear in New York before the Senate Internal Security Subcom- 
mittee on the 22d? 

Mr. Oper. I received a telephone eall from Western Union about 
4 o’clock in the afternoon on the 22d. Actually J didn’t receive it. 
The telephone call was transmitted to the office where I worked, and 
they called me in turn and told me that I was to appear the next day. 

Mr. Morris. That was on the 22d? 

Mr. Oper, That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Is October 22 the day of your resignation from the 
United States Department of Labor ? 

Mr. Over. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Had you previously appeared before the Federal grand 
jury investigating subversive activities in New York? 

Mr. Oper. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. When did you appear there? 

Mr. Oper. On the 2Ist. 

Mr. Morris. On the 2Ist. When were you summoned to appear 
before the grand jury? 

Mr. Oxser. I don’t remember the exact date. 

Mr. Morris. Approximately how long prior to the 2ist? 

Mr. Oper. J think 1 day. I think the 21st was a Tuesday, and I 
received the summons 

Mr. Morris. When you received your summons from the grand 
jury ? 

Mr. Ranp. The witness hasn’t finished his answer. 

Mr. Morris. I am sorry. 

Mr. Oper. I think the 21st was on Tuesday, and I received it on 
Monday. I am not sure, but I think it was the day before. 

Senator WeLker. That is your best recollection ? 

Mr..Oxer. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party on Octo- 
ber 20, the day before you received the summons? 

Mr. Opser. J stand on my privilege. 


INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 211 


Mr. Morris. Did you, after you received the summons from the 
grand jury to appear, effect a tactical resignation from the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Oper. Pardon? 

Mr. Morris. After you received summons to appear before the Fed- 
eral grand jury and subsequently before the Senate Internal Securitiy 
Subcommittee, did you effect a tactical resignation from the Commu- 
nist Party? 

Mr. Ranp. It is impossible to answer that question because it as- 
sumes something else. 

Senator WeLker. Counsel, will you reframe it? Will you tell the 
witness what you mean by tactical resignation ¢ 

Mr. Morris. A resignation for the purpose of thwarting the grand 
jury and thwarting the Senate Internal Security Committee so when 
he appeared before them he could, without fear of perjuring himself, 
testify that he was not a member of the Communist Party. 

Senator WELKER. Very well. Reframe the question in view of that 
explanation. 

Mr. Morris. Did you, after you had received the summons to appear 
before the Federal grand jury, confer with members of the Commu- 
nist Party and have a discussion about your membership in the Com- 
munist Party ? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Oser. The answer is “No, I did not have any discussions with 
anybody.” 

Mr. Morris. I am sorry, I didn’t hear you. 
Mr. Oper. The answer is “No, I did not have any discussions with 


anybody.” 


Mr. Morrts. Did you confer with any members of the Communist 
Party about your appearance before the Federal grand jury ? 
Mr. Oper. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You did not. Did you resign from the Communist 
Party on that date? 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Ozer. Will you repeat the question, sir? 

Mr. Morris. Did you resign from the Communist Party on 
October 20, 1952? 

Mr. Oper. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
October 20, 1952? 

Mr. Oper. I decline to answer that. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party on 
October 21, 1952? 

Mr. Oner. I have already testified I was not. 

Senator WreLKrr. That makes it very clear, I think. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Ober, will you decries what was your salary at the 
time you resigned from the United States Department of Labor ? 

Mr. Oper. “Appr oximately $9,600 a year. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the nature of your duties in the United 
States Department of Labor? 

Mr. Oper. I was the Assistant Chief of the Division of Wages and 
Industrial Relations. The general responsibility of that Division was 
to make surveys on wages and industrial relations, and I was in 
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charge of the wages part of that work I was planning surveys by 
occupation and area and industry and compiling these statistics, that 
is, directing the compiling of these statistics. 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever make an effort to leave the country? In 
connection with your assignment from the United States Department 
of Labor, did you ever have to leave the country 4 

Mr. Oper. Yes, | accompanied Mr. Clague. 

Mr. Morris. Who is Mr. Clague ? 

Mr. Over. Ewan Clague of the Commission of Labor Statisties of 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

Mr. Morris. To where? 

Mr. Oper. To Canada, Montreal, as a technical adviser. 

Mr. Morrts. In what year? 

Mr. Oper. I am not certain of the year. It must have been around 
either 1947 or 1948. Iam not sure of the year. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party at that 
time? 

Mr. Oper. I decline to answer on the grounds previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. What other trips out of the country have you made 
in connection with your duties with the United States Department of 
Labor? 

Mr. Osrr. I took one other trip, and I don’t know whether that 
is considered out of the country or not. To the Canal Zone. 

Mr. Morris. What year was that? 

Mr. Oper. I think that was in 1947. Iam not certain of the date. 

Mr. Morris. What was the nature of your trip to the Canal Zone 
in 1947? 


Mr. Orrr. IT was invited by the Canal Zone Administration to as-_ 


sist them to develop a rational wage structure for the Canal Zone 
employees and to train their own ‘people to administer that wage 
structure. I stayed there approximately 3 weeks. During that time 
we worked out the procedures and methods and trained their own 
people to carry on from that point forward. 

Senator Wreiker. Mr. Ober, when you left the country to go to 
Canada, to Montreal, with Mr. Clague, when you left this country 
to go to the Canal Zone, did you meet and converse with any people 
known to you to be members of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Oper. No, sir. 

Senator WreLkrer. You never saw any one that you knew to be a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Oper. No, sir. 

Senator Werrker. Did you discuss communism with anyone on 
either of those trips? 

Mr. Oper. T don’t know how you mean that, because it so happens, 
for example, that when J was in the Canal Zone, it took in May 1, 
and they had a demonstration there, and there was general talk about 
it. So when you put it in that broad framework 1 don’t know what 
you mean. There would be jokes about that parade and that kind of 
thing. I don’t know what you mean was discussed. 

Senator Werxer. You knew that the United Public Workers were 
very strong in the Canal Zone at that time; did you not ? 

Mr. Oner. Yes, I heard that they were at that time. 

Senator WeriKer. You knew of course that Mr. Bernstein was head 
of the United Public Workers. 
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Mr. Oper. I did not know that, sir. I don’t recall that at that 
time. I did not meet anybody from the United Public Workers. 

Senator Werriker. You knew at the time when you were in the 
Canal Zone the United Public Workers were actually controlled by 
the Communist Party, did you not? 

Mr. Oser. There was all kinds of talk in the papers about it, but 
T did not know; I knew the administration dealt with them as a union 
and considered them as a union. I don’t know. I have no personal 
knowledge of that. 

Senator Werker. Was it Just a coincidence that you happened to 
appear in the Canal Zone when a Communist demonstration was being 
made on May 1? 

Mr. Oser. A pure coincidence. I was invited to do a job, a tech- 
nical job which the Bureau of Labor Statistics at that time thought 
I was most competent to do, and I did that job. 

Senator Wriker. You decline to tell the committee at this time, 
under the privilege afforded you by the fifth amendment, whether or 
not you were a member of the Communist Party when you were in 
Canada at Montreal and in the Canal Zone, as you have heretofore 
testified ? 

Mr. Oser. I stand on iny privilege. 

Mr. Morrts. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask this witness about 
fellow employees of his in the national research project. These fel- 
low employees—their names have turned up in other phases of this 
investigation. 

Senator WELKER. Have they been sworn to? 

Mr. Morris. They were turned up in varying forms, Senator. Most 
of them have been identified as Communists. 

Senator WetxKer. I would suggest that those who have been identi- 
fied as Communists you so state to the witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, even in the case of those who have not 
been identified as yet, it may ’be that in the course of time they will 
figure in the inquiry. While this witness is here we would like his 
testimony about him. If they have been identified as Communists, 
we will say so. If there has been no identification as Communists the 
record will speak for itself. 

Senator Werker. That is all the acting chairman wanted, so no 
one would be embarrassed by the testimony. 

Mr. Morris. David Weintraub was the director of the national 
research project at the time. He subsequently became a leading offi- 
cial of UNRRA, and up until 1953 was the head of the Economic 
Division, United Nations. Did you know David Weintraub at that 
time? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I think the record shows that Mr. 
Weintraub helped get Mr. Ober his position in the Department of 
Labor. 

Did you know Irving Kaplan, the associate director of the national 
research project? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know a man named Solomon Adler who has 
been identified before this committee by two witnesses as having been 
a member of a Communist espionage ring? Did you know Solomon 
Adler at that time? 
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Mr. Oper. I don’t recall having met that person and 1 don’t even 
recall the name. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Herbert 8. Schimmel at the national 
research project ? 

Mr. Oser. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Schimmel was called before the committee in 
connection with his work at the United Nations and he invoked his 
privilege against incrimination when asked if he was a Communist 
during this period. 

Alfred Van Tassel ? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Van Tassel also appeared before this committee 
in connection with the United Nations investigation and invoked his 
privilege when asked if he was a Communist. 

Edward J. Fitzgerald ? 

Mr. Oser. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Fitzgerald w as mentioned by Elizabeth Bentley 
as a Communist in the course of her testimony. I might say that 
Mr. Van Tassel subsequently worked with the War Production Board 
and the Senate Small Business Committee. Mr. Fitzgerald worked 
with the War Production Board and the Bes A. subsequently. 

The next name, V. Lewis Bassie, B-a-s-s-i-e. Did you know V. 
Lewis Bassie? 

Mr. Oper. I know the name. It sounds familiar. I don’t recall 
ever having met Mr. Bassie. J am not sure. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no testimony about Mr. Bassie. 

Now, did you know Mr. Harry Magdoff at that. time ? 

Mr. Ozer. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Magdoff was identified as a Communist by Eliza- 
beth Bentley. 

Mr. Solomon Leshinsky worked with UNRRA. Did you know 
Solomon Leshinsky ¢ 

Mr. Ozer. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Mr. Geor ge 

Senator Werker. Solomon Leshinsky ? 2 Do you ete any sworn 
testimony about him ? 

Mr. Morris. He was identified as a Communist by Elizabeth 
Bentley. 

The next name is George Perazich, who subsequently went with the 
UNRRA. Did you know George Perazich at the time? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Perazich, Mr. Chairman, I believe was identified 
by Elizabeth Bentley as a Communist. 

The next name is Caroline Abrams DeCaux. Did you know Caro- 
line Abrams DeCaux ? 

Mr. Over. No, sir. I don’t recall 

Mr. Ranp. The witness hasn’t answered. 

Mr. Morris. He said “No.” 

Mr. Ranp. And then he went on. 

Mr. Osrr. I don’t recall having met anybody by that name. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Len DeCaux? 

Mr. Oper. I know the name. I haven't met him. 

Senator WreLker. You have nothing in the record against either of 
them ? 


INTERLOCKING SUBVERSION IN GOVERNMENT 215 


Mr. Morris. There is nothing in the record about Caroline Abrams 
DeCaux. I don’t know whether she is related to Len DeCaux. Len 
DeCaux has been identified as a Communist before our committee, and 
he appeared and invoked his privilege against incrimination when we 
asked about him. I don’t know whether he is related to Caroline 
Abrams DeCaux or not. 

Senator WeLker. Very well, the record will so show. 

Mr. Morris. The next name is Charles Flato. Did you know 
Charles Flato ? 

Mr. Oser. I don’t recall knowing anybody by that name. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions along these lines. 

Senator Wretker. Do you have any testimony on Mr. Flato? 

Mr. Morris. I have nothing prepared at this time on that, Senator. 

Senator WeLker. The record will show that there is no testimony 
about Mr. Charles Flato having been a member of the Communist 
Party. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know Mr. Nathan Witt? 

Mr. Oser. IL know of him. I never met him. 

Mr. Morris. Since your resignation from the Government, the 
United States Department of Labor, on October 22, 1952, have you 
met with David Weintraub? 

Mr. Oper. I didn’t meet with anybody by that name. 

Mr. Morris. David Weintraub? You didn't meet with anybody 
by that name, you say ? 

Mr. Rano. That was his answer. 

Mr. Oper. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, you have not met with David Weintraub 
since October 22, 1952? 

Mr. Oper. I have not met anybody by that name. 

Mr. Morris. Did you know David Weintraub’s sister, Rose Alpher ? 
Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, Rose Alpher, the sister of David Wein- 
traub, was identified by Whittaker Chambers before this committee 
as having been a Communist and she was called before the Senate In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee in October of last year and she invoked 
the privilege when asked the same question. 

Have you seen Rose Alpher since October 22, 1952? 

Mr. Oper. I haven’t seen anybody by that name, sir. 

Mr. Morrts. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Ober, I want to send to you a piece of paper 
and ask if you will write your signature, Harry Ober, on that piece of 
paper, please. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Senator Wrerxer. Now make two other signatures right after that, 
will you? 

(The witness complied with the request.) 

Senator Weixer. Thank you very much. Will you return that 
paper to me? 

Mr. Ober, do you remember taking an oath, a personnel affidavit 
on the 9th day of July 1941 in connection with your work in the 
United States Department of Labor, Labor Statistics? 

Mr. Ranp. Is the question do you remember ? 

Senator WeiKer. Do you remember taking an oath, a personnel 
affidavit form of oath, on the 9th of July 1941 in connection with your 
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work in the Labor Statistics Division of the United States Depart- 
ment of Labor ? 

Mr. Oper. I don’t recall that ceremony exactly. 

Senator WeiKxer. Mr. Ober, directing your attention to a document 
which purports to be a personnel affidavit dated the 9th day of July 
A. D., 1941, I will ask you whether or not that appears to be your 
signature. 

Mr. Ranp. May I look at that and consult with the witness? 

Senator Weiker. Yes, Counsel, I would be delighted. 

(The witness conferred with his counsel.) 

Mr. Orer. What is the question, sir? 

Mr. Wetrxer. Is that your signature ? 

Mr. Oser. I stand on my privilege, sir. 

Senator Wernkrr. You decline to answer whether or not that is 
your signature on the document that I have presented to you? 

Mr. Oser. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator Werker. I will ask you if it isn’t a fact that in the document 
that I have heretofore presented to you and that you and your counsel 
have read you did not swear: 

I, Harry Ober, do solemnly swear or affirm that I have read and understand 
the foregoing, that I do not advocate the overthrow of the Government of the 
United States by force or violence, that I am not a member of any political 
party or organization that advocates the overthrow of the Government of the 
United States by force or violence, and that during such time as I am an 
employee of the Federal Government I will not advocate or become a member of 
any political party or organization that advocates the overthrow of the Govern- 

jent of the United States by force or violence. 

Did you, Mr. Ober, swear to that oath on the 9th day of July 1941? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated, sir. 

Senator Wetxer. Have you ever seen that document before, outside 
of the time that I presented it to you a moment ago? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator Werxer. Did you on the 9th day of July A. D. 1944, advo- 
cate the overthrow of the Government of the United States by force 
and violence ? 

Mr. Ranp. What was that date, Mr. Senator? TI didn’t hear it as 
you were talking. 

Senator WreLKeER. July 9, 1941. 

Mr. Oper. I personally never advocated the overthrow of this Goy- 
ernment or any government by force or violence. 

Senator Werxer. All right, then, why do you hesitate to say that 
you signed the oath that 1 presented to you a moment ago bearing 
date of the 9th day of July 1941, if you never so advocated the over- 
throw of this Government by force or violence ? 

Mr. Oner. I stand on my privilege, sir. 

Senator WeLtker. You stand on your privilege. Yet a moment ago 
you told me you never advocated the overthrow of the Government by 
force and violence. All this affidavit has to do is to assure the 
American people that you, Harry Ober, would not advocate the over- — 
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throw of the Government of the United States by force and violence. 
Which of those statements is correct? Ejither the affidavit, the oath, 
or your oral statement a moment ago? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege, sir. 

Senator Weitker. If you have not advocated the overthrow of the 
Government of the United States by force and violence as you have 
testified heretofore that you have not, why do you hesitate in answer- 
ing whether or not you signed an oath that you would never advocate 
the overthrow of the Government by force and violence? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator Weiker. As a matter of fact, you know it to be true that 
is the Communist position to deny that the Communist Party ever 
advocated the overthrow of the Government of the United States by 
force and violence. You know that to be a fact, do you not? 

Mr. Oser. I stand on my privilege, sir. 

Senator Wrtxer. At this time I want the 3 signatures given by the 
witness a moment ago, written voluntarily by him, to be marked ex- 
hibit No. 78 and made a part of this record. 

Mr. Morris. It will be so marked and made a part of the record. 

(The signatures referred to were marked exhibit No. 78 and is as 


follows :) 


Senator WetxKrEr. At the same time I want to incorporate in the 
record at this point by reference the personnel affidavit dated July 9, 
1941, signed by one Harry Ober before Arthur W. Herlly, H-e-r-]-l-y, 
I believe, who was designated the clerk to administer oaths, and ask 
that it be made a part of the record at this point. 

Mr. Morris. It shall be done. 
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(The document referred to was marked exhibit No. 78A and is as 
follows) : 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Ober, did the national research project disseminate 
to schools and colleges the products of its work ? 

Mr. Oper. I believe they did. On request anybody could get that. 

Mr. Morris. Was that done very extensively ? 

Mr. Osrr. I don’t know that, sir. I didn’t handle that aspect. 

Mr. Morris. That was not your responsibility ? 
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Mr. Oper. That was not my responsibility ?. There was a staff that 
handled that kind of thing. 

Mr. Morris. Have you contributed to New Masses, Mr. Ober ? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege. 

Senator Werixer. What do you mean, has he contributed? Do 
you mean money ? 

Mr. Morris. One Harry Ober contributed an article on December 
19, 1931, to the New Masses. I just wanted to know whether this is 
the same Harry Ober. 

Senator WeLtker. What is your answer to that? 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

- Mr. Morrts. Mr. Mandel, will you put into the record a citation 
about the New Masses. 

Mr. Manpet. Attorney General Francis Biddle has cited the New 
Masses as a “Communist periodical” in a statement issued in Septem- 
ber 1942. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Ober, heretofore the counsel asked you about 
signing an oath on the 14th day of October 1940 in connection with 
your application for employment with the Department of Labor. 
You declined to answer upon the privilege afforded you under the 
fifth amendment. I want to send down to you a photostatic copy of 
the application made by one Harry Ober on that date and ask you 
whether or not that 1s your signature which appears upon this docu- 
ment. 

Mr. Oper. What is the question, sir? 

Senator Wetxker. Will you read the question ? 

(The reporter read from his notes as requested. ) 

Mr. Osrr. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator Werxer. Mr. Ober, do you think you are being fair to 
this committee to decline to answer under the fifth amendment whether 
or not you have signed an application for employment? It seems 
outlandish and unreasonable to the acting chairman that that would 
in any way tend to incriminate you. So once again, I order and direct 
you to answer the question that I heretofore propounded to you. 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege heretofore stated. 

Senator Weiker. Since you entered the Government in any ca- 
pacity have you at any time ever imparted or delivered information, 
secret or otherwise, to anyone who was a member of the Communist 
Party? 

Mr. Oner. You mean to my knowledge? 

Senator WELKER. Yes; I mean to your knowledge. 

Mr. Oxer. I answer it this way: I never made any unauthorized 
release of information. TI tell you why I do that, because part of my 
duties in the Department of Labor was when people came in and asked 
for published information. We had statistics on wages and indus- 
trial relations available. To give that to anybody who came in. Some 
of these people may have been Communists. I couldn’t say whether 
I gave it or didn’t give it. 

Senator Wetxer. You did not have any orders whether or not to 
give them to Communists or Republicans or Democrats or anybody 
else? You just gave them out? 

Mr. Oser. Whoever came in and asked for it, asked for the infor- 
mation, we gave it tothem. It was public information. 
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Senator Werxer. Mr. Ober, did you ever secretly give out any 
information not in the ordinary course of your duties ? 

Mr. Ozer. No, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. You never have? 

Mr. Ozer. No, sir. 

Senator Weiker. I want you to tell me, if you can, again, the cir- 
cumstances of your appearance before the grand jury. As I under- 
stand it, that was in October of when ? 

Mr. Morris. 1952. 

Senator Werker. October 22, I believe. 

Mr. Ozer. Twenty-one. 

Senator WeLker. October 21, 1952. At that time you testified you 
were not a member of the Communist Party. Am I correct on that? 

Mr. Ozer. That is correct, although—grand-jury testimony as far 
as I know is supposed to be confidential. 

Senator WeLker. I am not asking you what you testified to before 
the grand jury. I am asking you for testimony right here. You 
have testified that on October 22 you were not a member of the 
Communist Party, before this committe. Am I correct on that? 

Mr. Over. That is correct. 

Senator Weiter. On October 21, 1952, were you a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Mr. Oper. I believe I testified that I was not. 

Senator WELKER. I believe you are correct on that. I want to go 
into this matter so I am clear on it. On October 21, you testified that 
you were not a member of the Communist Party. When were you 
supposed to appear before the grand jury ? 

Mr. Over. I think it was October 20. I am not sure. It was the 
day before I appeared. 

Senator WeLker. On October 20, 1952, were you a member of the 
Communist Party ? | 

Mr. Oper. I stand on my privilege as heretofore stated. 

Senator Werner. Did that subpena have anything to do with your — 
change of political affiliation at that time? Maybe that isn’t a fair 
question. I will withdraw it. 

I have no further questions. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Chairman, before releasing the witness, we have quite a few 
documents in the files here that we would like to have proper authen- 
tication made of and have them put in the record. 

Senator WreLKeER. They are a matter of public record in the files of 
the committee ? 

Mr. Morris. They are in the files. 

Senator Wrrker. After they have been duly authenticated they — 
will be made a part of the record, and Mr. Ober, at this time you are 
excused from your subpena. Thank you both for appearing. t 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibits Nos. 79, 80, 81, 
82, 83, 84, and 85” which follow consecutively.) 
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Exuisit No. 79 


UNITED STATES CIivIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
SERVICE RECORD DIvIsION, 
Washington 25, D. C., April 14, 1958. 


See ee ee ee 


STATEMENT OF FEDERAL SERVICE 


Notice to individuals—This record should be preserved—Additional copies of 
service histories cannot be furnished due to limited personnel in the Commission. 
This record may be presented to appointing officers for their inspection. 

Name: Ober, Harry. 
Date of birth: May 8, 1902. 

Authority for original appointment (examination from which appointed or 
other authority—Executive order, law, or other exemption) : Section 2, Rule VIII. 


Effective date Nature of action Position, grade, salary, ete. 


Mar. 21, 1941__----_- Temporary appointment_________- Associate economist (chief of section) P-3, 
$3,200 per annum, Labor, Bureau of Labor 
Statistics, Washington, D. C. 


AMIS 15, 19413... - Termination without prejudice 
(given probational appoint- 
ment). 

Aue 16,1940 = 28 Probational appointment (asso- | Associate economist, (chief of section) P-3, 
ciate economist (option 9) $3,200 per annum, Labor, Bureau of Labor 
86.00). Statistics, Washington, D. C. (depart- 

mental), 
WDECS 7, 10422 5 2 S| Intra-agency transfer___-_____-___- Senior labor economist, P—5, $4,600 per annum, 


Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Philadel- 

phia regional office, Philadelphia, Pa. field. 

| \ De 7 50 ts ee ee (0; eee es - See eee See Senior labor economist, P—5, $4,600 per annum, 
Labor, Burcau of Labor Statistics, Washing- 
ton, D. C. (departmental). 

Rapa, 1952-25-22 Resignation. .o= sss. aseesseeaees Labor economist, $9,600 per annum. 


A. M. DrEM, 
Chief, Audit Section. 


The above transcript of service history does not include salary changes, intra- 
agency transfers within an organizational unit not involving changes from one 
official headquarters or duty station to another, and promotions or demotions, 
since Federal agencies are not required to report such actions to the Commission. 
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Exnuisir 80—Continued 


EXAMINATION No, 129 


(Unassembled ) 


ASSOCIATE ECONOMIST 

List of items submitted 

(1) Application Form 8. 

(2) Behibit A—‘Statement of Physical Defect.” 

(3) HBaehibit B—*Most Important Course in Economics and Related Subjects.” 

(4) Haehibit C_—‘Detailed Description of Qualifying Experience.” 

(5) Eahibit D—‘List of Writings.” 

(6) Exhibit H—“Trade Union Policy and Technological Change, 
Ober. 

(7) Exhibit F.—‘Union Policies Relating to Technological Developments,” by 
David Weintraub and Harry Ober. 

(8) Eahibit G.—‘Some Measures of Changing Labor Productivity and Their 
Uses in Economie Analysis,” by David Weintraub. 

(9) Barhibit H.—Naturalization Record. 


oe 


by Harry 


EXHIBIT A, QUESTION 7: STATEMENT OF PHYSICAL DEFECT 


The vision of my left eye is poor. I can only distinguish large objects witb it 
when it is uncorrected. Ina corrected state, however, I can distinguished letters 
about 10 inches long at a distance of twenty feet. The vision of my right eye is 
20/25 (Snellen) uncorrected and 20/20 (Snellen) cerrected. I have been wear- 
ing glasses since February 1940. 


EXHIBIT B, QUESTION 18 .(E) : MOST IMPORTANT COURSES IN ECONOMICS AND RELATED 
SUBJECTS 


College of the City of New York—Undergraduate courses 


Course | Instructor Credits 
| === 
Economics: Principles 4. = 238 ee | Protea Steiner Ss. el ee ee FR ee 3 
Economies II: Econ. Development of U. S________ Prof. Byers and Dr. Fred B. Robinson___- 4 
Labor Prablemg: 22 se isa Na oe eee Profs Allen: 0% =- 2". ae eee 3 
Money andspanking=. 2.22) 8 |. 2 pe ot eee Prof..Byerst. so = 2 a 2 SS Re eee 3 
Statisticssaaee =. eee EE A eee Dowginiremembers*.2- 2. Ss es ee 4 
South Anmerican#Markets#. 2-5 9 fF .. Be Ss Proisisniders= 2, e225 =) sae 3 Da. See 3 
Impetialismen te 8 2 eh EE See Prof. J. Salwyn Schapiro_________-________ 3 


University of Pennsylrania—Graduate School of Arts and Science 


Course Instructor Credits 

AdvancediStatistics-2=- > ss eee eee Brof4Simon SeiKugnets=—5__-*_— = ee 45 
Inductive; Economicsh "=. | Sass eee ProfRaymonds hy Bowlan-- sss gee 40 
Laborer ee ee ProtaGco-aw -Raglor. 2: et = eee 40 
Economicgiheorysa. @ 0 -ceet 55) 8 eee re? een ProtsRalph Youngs. ae sir. aes 4 
PersonnelpRelations= tae 2. Se ees ee Ree Brot: Wisher: 2 202. see set Be a te 4 
Courses Attending at Present: 

Researchvinvingustry--. =. ee Prof.@Bezanson:s _ 5) Mes es ee eee 2 

Economic Developments_-.__-_-__.---_.-_2__! Prof. iShmnoniS> Mtigneise 26 ees ee ee 2 


pee am a candidate for a Master’s Degree. Twenty-four credits are required for a master’s degree ‘ 
and a thesis. q 

My studies at the C. C. N. Y. were on a full-time basis. My studies at the University of Pennsylvania _ 
were partly on a full-time basis and partly on a part-time basis. The graduate school requires for a full- ¥ 
time study at least 12 credits a year. In 1939-40 I have completed 12 eredits. The other credits were _ 


scattered over two years. 


(National Bureau of Economie Research) 
[Item 4, Question 19 (a) ] 


(a) Date 
I was employed by the National Bureau of Economie Research from December 


¥ 
EXHIBIT C, QUESTION 19 (B) : DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF QUALIFYING EXPERIENCE 7 
1929 to March 1980 as a temporary employee. | 


1 
| 
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(bv) Organizational Structure and Function of the National Bureau of Economic 
Research 

The Bureau was organized in 1920. Its objective was formulated to be “to 
ascertain and to present to the public important economic facts and the inter- 
pretation thereof in a scientific and impartial manner.” The Bureau is organ- 
ized on the following basis: It has a group of officers at the top, but the policy- 
making body as well as the controlling body is a board of directors which is 
composed of “Directors at large”, “Directors by University appointment”, and 
“Directors appointed by other organizations”, all professional and labor organi- 
zations. The working body is the research staff headed by Director Wesley C. 
Mitchell, who was eppointed by the Board. The director supervises the re- 
search staff, whose members are in direct charge of individual studies. 
Each staff member in turn is aided by as many research assistants as he needs. 
The final product of any member of the research staff, which is proposed by the 
Director of Research for publication, is submitted to each member of the Board 
for approval. 
(c) Position Held in NBER 

During the period of my employment in the NBER I held the position of Ne- 
search Assistant to Dr. Leo Wolman. (Question 19 a, item 4.) My salary was 
$1,560 per year. Since my position was of a temporary character, I left when 
the work of assembling statistics on the value of current public contracts 
awarded in the construction industry had been completed. 


(d) Type of Research Project Undertaken 

As Research Assistant (question 19 a, item 4), my major function was to 
assist Dr. Leo Wolman in the preparation of his study on “Planning and Control 
of Public Works.” I collected and tabulated data on the volume and types of 
public-construction award in the current year in order to provide a basis for 
estimating prospects for employment in this field in the immediate future. A good 
deal of the statistical material was available at the F. W. Dodge Corporation 
files, under special codes, as value of contracts awarded, and I had to acquaint 
myself thoroughly with this source and the method of coding. I also worked from 
the files of the New York City Board of Transportation and compiled their figures 
on contracts awarded in this field. It was my responsibility to classify the 
contracts properly and to determine on the comparability of different sources of 
material. 


(e) Number of Research Assistants Supervised 
None. 


(f) Research Reports Compieted 
As Research Assistant I was not required to complete my reports. 


(New York State Board of Housing) 


[Item 5, Question 19 (a) ] 
(a) Dates 


I was employed with the New York State Board of Housing from March 1930 
to August 1930. 


(b) Organizational Structure and Functions of the Housing Board 


The New York State Board of Housing was specifically charged with the 
administration of the State Housing Law with respect to projects organized and 
operated under its terms. “Its duties include investigation of housing needs 
and conditions throughout the State; preparation of plans for correcting such 
conditions; the collection and distribution of information relating to housing; 
assistance in the nreparation of legislation and regulations in relation to housing 
throughout the S. > cooperation with local housing boards and similar bodies 
in cities and other localities, the encouragement of cooperative housing and 
tenant ownership of dwellings, and study of the means of lowering rents by 
securing economy in the construction and management of buildings.” The Board 
of Housing appointed the research director, Dr. Asher Achinstein, who was 
charged with the resvonsibility of collecting information needed by the Board 
on any phase of its duties. 
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(c) Position Held at the Housing Board 

During the period of my employment at the Board my position was Researeh 
Assistant to Dr. Achinstein. My salary was $1,560 per year. Since I was hired 
to assist in the preparation of a report on “The Standard of Living of 400 
Families in a Model Housing Project,’ my employment was terminated at the 
completion of the study. 
(ad) Type of Research Project Undertaken 

As Research Assistant to Dr. Achinstein on this study “The Standard of Living 
of 400 Families in a Model Housing Project,’ my job was to assist in the field 
work. <A special schedule was being filled out by 400 families regarding their 
income and expenditures and it was my task to aid in the filling out, to interview 
the families and convince them of the importance of the schedules, to contact the 
management of the Amalgamated Cooperative Houses, and to secure their coop- 
eration. When the schedules were completed, I assisted in the arrangement of 
the tabulations, coding, and in the editing of the schedules. Under the direct 
supervision of Dr. Achinstein I accumulated considerable experience in the reason- 
ing underlying various statistical methods used and in the interpretation of the 
data. I also secured valuable field-work experience. 
(e) Number of Assistants Supervised 

None. 
(f) Research Reports Completed 

The character of my work as Assistant to Dr. Achinstein did not require that 
I complete any reports. My contribution to the report I worked on is entered 
in an acknowledgment on page 9 of the report of the State Board of Housing 


on “The Standard of Living of 400 Families in a Model Housing Project” by 
Asher Achinstein, July 20, 1931. 


National Research Project on Reemployment Opportunities and Recent Changes 
in Industrial Techniques (WPA) 


[Item 9, Question 19 (a) ] 
Notre.—Applicant considers this experience as his best qualifying experience 
for the position covered by this application. 


(a) Dates 
I have been employed by the National Research Project continuously from 
July 6, 1937, up to the present time. 


(b) Organizational Structure and Functions of the National Research Project 


Under the authority granted by the President in the Executive order which 
created the Works Progress Administration, the Administration was authorized 
to establish ‘a research program for the purpose of collecting and analyzing 
data bearing on problems of unemployment, employment, and relief.” The Na- 
tional Research Project on Reemployment Opportunities and Recent Changes 
in Industrial Techniques was organized in December 1935 as part of the re- 
search program “to inquire into the extent of recent changes in industrial 
techniques and to evaluate the effects of these changes on the volume of em- 
ployment and unemployment.” The organization and direction of the project 
was assigned to Mr. David Weintraub and Irving Kaplan, who were appointed 
respectively Director and Associate Director. The task set for the Directors was 
“to assemble and organize the existing data which bear on the problem and to 
augment the data by field surveys and analyses.” Since September 1, 1959, the 


Project has been sponsored by the National Resources Board, Executive office | 


of the President. 

Since the treatment of such a wide field of economie activity required the 
utilization of all available resources of researeh materials and personnel, it was 
necessary to organize the work into several groups of studies in the major in- 
dustrial categories. Within these groups it was endeavored to conduct individual 


studies “which could cover as diverse as possible a selection of types of techno- — 


logical change and industrial situations.” In general the major sections were 
organized as follows: (1) Studies in Types and Rates of Technological Change ; 
(2) Studies in Production, Productivity, and Employment; (3) Studies of Effects 
of Industrial Change on Labor Markets. 

Many governmental and private agencies which engage in the collection of 
data cooperated with the project. The governmental agencies included the De- 
partment of Agriculture, the Bureau of Mines of the Department of the Interior, 
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the Bureau of Labor Statistics of the Department of Labor, the Railroad Retire- 
ment Board, the Social Security Board, the Bureau of Internal Revenue of the 
Department of the Treasury, the Department of Commerce, the Federal Trade 
‘ommission, and the Tariff Commission, The cooperating private agencies were 
the Industrial Research Department of the University of Pennsylvania, the Na- 
tional Bureau of Economic Research, Inc., the Employment Stabilization Re- 
search Institute of the University of Minnesota, and the Agricultural Meconomics 
Department in the Agricultural Experiment Stations of California, Illinois, Iowa, 
and New York. 


(c) Positions Held at the National Research Project 


During the period of my employment at the National Research Project I held 
successively the following positions: Assistant economist at $2,400 per annum 
from July 1937 to July 1938; associate economist at $2,900 per annum from 
August 1938 to August 1939; economist at $3,200 per annum from September 
1939 to September 1940; and senior economist at $3,600 per annum from Sep- 
tember 1940 to the present. Hach successive assignment outlined here constituted 
a promotion. I am still employed at the National Research Project. 


(d) Types of Research Project Undertaken 


As assistant economist from July 1937 to July 1938 I aided the Director, David 
Weintraub, in the review of preliminary reports when they were submitted by 
individual members of the staff. It was my duty to read the manuscripts in 
detail and, in the light of the original objectives, to see to what extent the reports 
fulfilled those objectives. The review consisted of a detailed memorandum to the 
Director outlining: the objectives of the report and the extent to which data 
substantiate them; the structure and organization of the report, to review whether 
or not there was clear developmental sequence; the economic reasoning underly- 
ing the development of the argument; the internal consistency of the statistical 
methods used; the style and the state of the report as a whole as far as publica- 
tion was concerned. It was also my task to make a series of recommendations to 
the Director with regard to the disposition of the report. Such recommendations 
included proposals for revision, reorganization, rewriting, addition of material, 
and publication. The final action, of course, was the province of the Director. 
The reports I have written detailed memoranda for include: Trends in Size and 
Production of the Aggregate Farm Enterprise, 1909-86; Infiuence of Economic 
and Technical Changes on Employment in Agriculture; Farm-City Migration and 
Industry's Labor Reserve; Decasualization of Longshore Work in San Francisco ; 
The Economie Effects of Changes in Farm Power and Equipment, and many 
others. 

I have also assisted the Director, David Weintraub, in the preparation of his 
paper for the American Statistical Association meeting of December 1938, printed 
in March 1939 issue of the Journal of the American Statistical Association, pp. 
153-63, entitled “Some Measures of Changing Labor Productivity and Their Uses 
in Economie Aanalysis.” My particular contribution to this paper consisted in 
the selection of the statistical examples which were illustrative of the reasoning 
developed at each stage of the paper. I have also assisted in the writing of the 
material for each of these examples and in the planning and review of the pre- 
liminary paper. (My assistance has been acknowledged in the paper.) 

(2) In August 1938 the Director assigned me the task of organizing and writ- 
ing a study on Trade Union Policies and Technological Change. In general the 
objective of the study was to collect and organize all the information on trade- 
union actions with respect to changes in techniques and to outline the spe- 
cific measures which have been undertaken for the solution of these actions. The 
subject involved the analysis of the influence of different competitive situations 
on the distribution of the gains from technological changes, on the maintenance 
of jobs in the face of changes, on the wage policies which have been evolved 
to meet the effects of such changes, and on union and managerial cooperation for 
the economic utilization of new techniques. The material for the study was col- 
lected from secondary sources and from original sources contained in trade- 
union files, arbitration decisions, employers’ associations as well as individual 
experts in the field of labor economics. The study was planned, organized, and 
written entirely by me under the general supervision of the Director. It was 
completed in May of 1940, when it was published in printed form. 

During this time I was invited to present a paper on Union Policies Relating 
to Technological Changes. as coauthor with Mr. Weintraub, at a Round Table 
Conference of the American Economic Association, in Philadelphia, December 
1939. The material collected for the study on Trade Union Policies and Techno- 
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logical Change provided the contents for the paper. J have planned, organized, 
and written the paper jointly with the Director, Mr. Weintraub, and abstract of 
the paper appeared in the March 1940 Supplement of the American Economie 
Review, Part 2, pp. 255-7. 

(3) In June 1940 I was assigned the task of preparing for the final, overall 
report now in preparation a section on The Influence of Technological and Eeo- 
nomie Changes on the Worker in the Labor Market. I was then promoted to 
Senior Economist and I have shared the responsibility for organizing, planning, 
and writing this section with another senior economist. In general the section 
consists of the following subtopics: (1) The Market as an Intermediary for Se- 
curing an Income; (2) Dislocations in the Labor Market; (3) The Incidence of 
Unemployment; and (4) Attempts at Solution of Unemployment. The entire 
section was planned by myself and Mr. Fitzgerald jointly, but 1} am directly re- 
sponsible for the writing of 1, 3, and 4. In the analysis and organization of this 
section all phases of labor economics are involved. ‘The outline for this section 
has been completed and the writing is now in progress. 


(e) Number of Assistants Supervised 

From July 1937 to July 1938 I supervised only one clerical assistant. rom 
August 1938 to the present I have supervised at all times one research assistant 
and at times two research assistants and one clerical assistant. 
({) Research Reports Completed 

I have completed the report on Trade Union Policies and Technological Change. 
I have also compiled jointly with the Director the paper on Union Policies Relat- 
ing to Technological Changes, and have assisted in the completion of a paper on 
Some Measures of Changing Labor Productivity and Their Uses in Economie 
Analysis. I have, in addition, prepared many official reports and memoranda 
which are on file and are not available for submission, 


EXHIBIT D, LIST OF WRITINGS 


(1) Trade Union Policy and Technological Change, by Harry Ober. Published 
in printed form by the Works Progress Administration, National Research Proj- 
ect, Report No. L-S, in Philadelphia, April 1940, 129 pages. 

The table of contents includes: Preface, Introduction, Minimizing Displace- 
ment, Maintenance and Earnings, Reduction in Hours of Work, Security of Job 
Tenure, and Union Interest in Managerial Problems. The report was planned, 
organized, and written by the applicant. 

(2) Union Policies Relating to Technological Changes, by David Weintraub 
and Harry Ober. A paper presented at the Conference of the American Economie 
Association in Philadelphia, December 1939, mimeographed, 28 pages. An ab- 
stract of the paper appeared printed in the American Economie Review, Part 2, 
Supplement, March 1940, pp. 225-27. 

This paper was based on the material collected by me for the above report, 
Trade Union Policy and Technological Change. Myr. Weintraub and I jointly for- 
mulated the paper, and I have written most of it under his direct guidance and 
supervision. 

(3) Some Measures of Changing Labor Productivity and Their Uses in Eeo- 
nomie Analysis, by David Weintraub. Published in the Journal of the American 
Statistical Association, March 1988, pp. 153-56. 

I have assisted Mr. Weintraub in the selection of the statistical problems which 
illustrate the main arguments in the paper. I have prepared the tables and have 
written an analysis of each which Mr. Weintraub used in the writing of the 
paper. Credit for assistance in the preparation of this paper is indicated in a 
footnote (1) on page 158. (Reprint submitted.) 

(4) I have also written a number of official reports and memoranda in the 
course of my work on the National Research Project, but copies are not available 
for submission or even for abstracting. 

(Signed) Harry OBER. 
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Exuisit No. 81 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, 
May 18, 1949. 


OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
To: The Files. 
From: James BH. Faurot. 
Subject: Position Description. 
Attached is a redescription of the duties of Harry Ober in the Division of Wage 
Anaylsis, Branch of Industry Wage Studies. As this new description involves 
no change in organization, title, or grade, no fanfold action will be necessary. 


UNITED STATES CiIvit SERVICE COMMISSION 


POSITION DESCRIPTION 


Dept’l. 2. Washington, D. C. 

Reason for submission: Redescription in lieu of P-6—-27 (174). 

Agency position No. —. 

C. S. C. certification No. 751. 

Date of certification: May 9, 1949. 

Date received from C. 8. C.: May 12, 1949. 

Classification Action : 

Allocation by: a. Civil Service Commission. b. Department, agency, or 
establishment. ec. Bureau. 

Class Title of Position: Labor Economist P-6. 

Service: P. Series: 174. Grade: 6. Initials: HRW. Delegated author- 
ity: JG. Date: 3/18/49. 

9. Organizational title of position (if any). 

10. Name of employee: Ober, Harry, P—6—27 (174). 

11. Department, agency, or establishment: Department of Labor. a. First Sub- 
division: Bureau of Labor Statistics. b. Second Subdivision: Office of 
Program Operations. ec. Third subdivision: Division of Wage Analysis. 
d. Fourth Subdivision: Branch of Industry Wage Studies. e. Fifth Sub- 
division: Office of Branch Chief. 

12. Not applicable. 

13. This is a complete and accurate description of the duties and responsibilities 

of this position. 


US UR OD 


Harry M. Doury, 
Labor Economist (Chief, Wage Analysis Division) P-?-215 (174). 


14. Not applicable. 
15. Certification by dept. : 
Cart W. MINGsT, 
Personnel Officer. 


16. Under general direction, I am responsible for carrying out the work of the 
division in the field of industry wage studies. 

This work consists of the collection and analysis of wages by occupations. 
Three major types of studies are included: Locality studies ; nationwide industry 
studies, and white-collar studies. Each of these three groups of studies is the 
responsibility of a separate section of the Branch. The locality studies are 
designed primarily for local use in bargaining and wage administration. Nation- 
wide studies are made in industries that are not concentrated in urban centers 
and where interest in wages is nationwide in scope. The white-collar studies 
include office worker studies in all industries and studies of selected professional 
occupations. There is, however, considerable variation in emphasis in some 
occupations. In factory occupations hourly earnings are of prime interest; in 
office occupations weekly earnings are the basic data. In addition, information 
on wages and related practices such as vacations, insurance, shift premiums, 
and various benefit is obtained in all studies. 

In executing the Division’s work in this area, I am responsible for providing 
guidance to each of the three sections so that there is clear understanding of 
the scope and objectives of each program and thereby to attain a maximum of 
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independence on the part of the sections for their phases of the work. This is 
accomplished through technical conferences outlining basic proposals, through 
review and discussion of survey plans including drafts of instructions and pro- 
cedures, and review of final survey results. The industry-wage program is 
standardized insofar as certain basic needs are concerned but must be adapted 
from year to year toward long-term objectives and must be coordinated so that 
collection activities may be combined into single visits on the part of field agents. 
The long-term objectives toward which development and experiments are now in 
progress, under my direction, is the community-type-wage-survey approach. 
Once survey objectives and aims have been made clear to the section chiefs, they 
undertake the planning and developmental aspects for their phases of the 
program. 

The planning of general program as well as each of the specific studies 
requires periodic meetings with representatives of unions, trade associations, 
and other Government agencies. As the general economic setting of our country 
changes, the emphasis in bargaining and wage administration also shift. These 
changes result in new needs for data or in changes of specific items. During 
these conferences suggestions are obtained and arrangements are made for 
timing and for types of tabulations and reports. Insofar as practicable these 
suggestions are then incorporated into the various programs. These confer- 
ences are attended by the section chiefs, but initial meetings, particularly in 
the more important industries, are also attended by myself. 

T am required to act as consultant on technical matters relating to wages to 
various Government agencies, international bodies, labor, and employer organ- 
izations. 'These conferences frequently involve broad questions of industry and 
occupational classification, Clarification of wage concepts, problems of wage and 
salary administration, and related subjects. 

I participate with the Chief of the Division, the Chief of the Branch of Wage 
Problems and the Chief of the Branch of Wage Operations in coordinating the 
activities of the staff of the field offices so that the program of industry-wage 
studies will be properly implemented and I perform related duties as required. 


Exuisit No. 82 
Aon neil (ann Kee 
Memorandum to: Mr. V. S. Hudson, acting chairman, Committee on Superior 
Accomplishment. 
From: Ewan Clague. 


This is in reply to your memorandum of June 20 in which you request clarifi- 
cation of several points relating to Mr. Ober’s performance as Acting Chief of 
the Wage Analysis Branch. 

Mr. Harry M. Douty, present incumbent of the position of Chief of the Wage 
Analysis Branch, was not available for assignment to this position until March 
1947, because of a highly specialized assignment elsewhere in the Bureau. The 
fact that Mr. Douty was assigned to this position without promotion is in no 
way a reflection on Mr. Ober’s ability. His selection was made on the basis of 
2 number of factors involving shifts in operating functions effected as a result 
of program changes. The Bureau’s decision to place Mr. Douty in the position 
does not imply that Mr. Ober was deficient in any of his duties, nor does it imply 
any change in the excellence of his performance. 

Your memorandum states that the committee is aware of the fact that the 
efficiency rating for Mr. Ober as of March 31, 1946, represents an appraisal 
of only the first 6 months of his duties as Acting Branch Chief, I would like to 
point out that this 6 months’ period represents the stage of initiating the reorgan- 
ization of the Wage Branch, at which time it was difficult, if not impossible, to 
appraise objectively his work. A fair and proper evaluation of his efficiency 
could be made only after the new program had been implemented and its opera- 
tions tested. On the basis of this experience and knowledge, the Bureau rec- 
ommended an award for superior accomplishment for Mr. Ober. An evaluation 
of his efficiency covering the enteire period of time he served as Acting Branch 
Chief would substantiate this recommendation. Mr. Ober’s efficiency rating for 
the period April 1, 1946, through March 31, 1947, now pending approval by the 
Bureau committee, is an excellent one with outstanding performance markings 
on elements 21 and 24. This rating undoubtedly will be approved. 
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I believe the committee properly raised the questions you have put in your 
memorandum. Unfortunately, however, it did not have benefit of the knowledge 
of all factors involved in this situation. I trust that I have answered satisfac- 
torily the points you have raised. 


Exuisit No. 83 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF CLERK, 
Washington 25, June 29, 1947. 
To: Mrs. Arynees Joy Wickens, Assistant Commissioner, Bureau. of Labor 

Statistics. 

From: V. S. Hudson, acting chairman, Committee on Superior Accomplishment. 

This refers to your memorandum of April 28, recommending an additional 
within-grade increase as a reward for superior accomplishment for Mr. Harry 
Ober. This memorandum reached the committee last week and was considered 
at its meeting on June 18. 

Before taking final action on this recommendation, the committee would. 
appreciate a clarification of several points relating to Mr. Ober’s performance. 

The justification for this increase (see. III of your memorandum) is based 
almost entirely on Mr. Ober’s performance while Acting Chief of the Wage 
Analysis Branch from October 1945 to February 1947. Each of the five para- 

raphs of this justification relates to his performance in this acting capacity, 
except for a reference in par#graph A to the fact that Mr. Ober “carried on in 
an outstanding manner his regular duties as Chief of the Industry Wage Studies 
Division.” In terms of your memorandum our determination as to this award 
must be based in the main on his successful performance, while at a P-6 level, 
of the duties of a P-7 position. 

Section III of the memorandum sets forth evidence of outstanding perform- 
ance by Mr. Ober in completing a new organization of the Branch, establishing 
new divisions, training division chiefs, reassigning the entire staff, guiding the 
program through a period of change, directing improvements in the program, 
and effecting significant economies. The committee finds it difficult to reconcile 
this statement of outstanding performance wtih the Bureau's failure to promote 
Mr. Ober at a time when the position of Branch Chief became vacant. -It is 
properly beyond the function of this committee to inquire into the Bureau’s 
selection for promotion; deficiencies in performance which caused the Bureau to 
decide not to premote Mr. Ober might, however, also have a bearing on the 
committee’s consideration of a special within-grade salary advancement. 

The committee would also appreciate further clarification of Mr. Ober’s effi- 
ciency rating covering the period April 1, 1945, to March 31, 1946. There is a 
notation on this efficiency rating that Mr. Ober was “Acting Branch Chief for 
6 months in addition to other duties.” Element (21)—Effectiveness in planning 
broad programs—which is defined as “having administrative responsibility for 
establishing and managing an overall progress and organization,” is marked ade- 
quate. Section III of your memorandum indicates that when Mr. Ober became 
Acting Chief of the Branch “it was his task to effect the new organization of 
the Branch, which existed in outline form only * * * (to establish) three new 
divisions, ete.” Element (24)—Effectiveness in laying out work and establish- 
ing standards of performance for subordinates—is also marked. adequate. This 
element is defined as “having supervisory responsibility for breaking down func- 
tions and processes into work assignments, for directing such assignments to 
particular position, and for determining level and quality of production in opera- 
tions to be required in other positions. * * *” Section III of your memorandum 
indicates that Mr. Ober had responsibility as Acting Chief for “the review and 
refinements of new position classifications and the reassignment of the staff 
in its entirely to the new duties.” It appears that part of the justification for 
the recommended increase is based on outstanding performance on the two 
factors covered by the elements defined above. 

We recognize in regard to our first question that there are cases where an 
employee acting in a superior position may do an outstanding job but at the time 
the position is to be filled another employee is available with greater experi- 
ence, ability, and potentialities and that such cases do not necessarily represent a 
reflection upon the employee who had acted in the capacity over a period of time. 


Jn iii 


We recognize, also that the efficiency rating including Mr. Ober’s service during 
the first 6 months of his service as Acting Branch Chief may not represent a 
final evaluation of his performance, which could not be made until the total 
results could be examined at some later date. 

As indicated above, however, before taking final action, the committee feels that 
it needs a statement from you on these points. 
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ExuHisit No. 84 


THE PANAMA CANAL, 
CANAL ZONE, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Balboa Heights, C. Z., May 13, 1947. 
Mr. RicHarp F. JONES, Jr., 
Chief, Business Management Branch, Bureau of Labor Statistics, 
Department of Labor, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Jones: On the oceasion of Ma. Harry Ober’s return to Washington 
to resume his duties in the Bureau of Labor Statistics, I take pleasure in express- 
ing the sincere appreciation of the Canal administration for the fine cooperation 
of the Bureau of Labor Statistics in making his services available to this admin- 
istration. 

Mr. Ober, Mr. Mell W. Fleetwood, and Mr. Floyd ©. Mann have been of in- 
valuable assistance to the Canal administration in the formulation of a pro- 
gram for the analysis of certain Panama Canal and Panama Railroad positions 
and in the establishment of a cost of living index. The services of Messrs, Fleet- 
wood and Mann ¢an be utilized to great advantage for a further period of time, 
but, in accordance with the agreement between your Bureau and Governor 
Mehaffey, arrangements will be made for their return to Washington prior to 
the end of this fiscal year. 

Cordially yours, 
F. K. Newcomer, Acting Governor. 


Exuistr No. 85 


UNIVERSITY OF PENNSYLVANIA, PHILADELPHIA, 
WHARTON SCHOOL OF FINANCE AND COMMERCE, 
January 16, 1941. 
Mr. Roperr MYERS, 
Wage and Hour Division, Bureau of Labor Statistics, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Meyers: Yesterday I met David Weintraub who told me of your 
interest in considering the application of Harry Ober for a position with your 
section. It gives real gratification to be able to recommend a man like Ober. 
He is one of my students who is presently writing a paper on wage policy that 
promises to be really significant. Ober has maturity and a high degree of 
intelligence that would, in my judgment, make him a valuable addition to your 
staff. 

It is at the suggestion of Mr. Weintraub that I am writing this note and I 
hope you will understand the circumstances. 

Very truly yours, 
GEORGE W. TAYLOR, 
University of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. Morris. Mrs. MacKichan, will you come forward please. 

Senator Weixer. Let the record show at this time a voluntary wit- 
ness appeared before the acting chairman and the staff and gave some 
information with respect to the time the witness Harry Ober was sub- 
penaed and it is material to the inquiry. We will swear the witness 
and hear her testimony. Will you raise your right hand? Do you 
solemnly swear the testimony you will give before this committee will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

Mrs. MackKicuan, I solemnly swear. 
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TESTIMONY OF MRS. KENNETH A. MacKICHAN, TAKOMA PARK, MD. 


Senator WELKER. Will you state your name and your residence ? 

Mrs. MacKrcuan. Mrs. Kenneth A. MacKichan, 7607 16th Avenue, 
Takoma Park. 

Mr. Morris. Do you reside next to the witness, Harry Ober 4 

Mrs. MacKicwuan. I do. 

Mr. Morris. Did you hear Harry Ober’s testimony here today 4 

Mrs. MacKicwan. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Do you recall a summons being sent to Mr. Ober in 
October of last year ? . 

Mrs. MacKicuan. I do. 

Mr. Morris. Will you give us your recollection of the events taking 
place at that time? 

Mrs. MacKrcuan. Between 11 and 12 o’clock in the morning a man 
appeared at my door and asked if I knew how he could get in touch 
with the Obers next door. 

Mr. Morris. Who was this man? 

Mrs. MacKicuan. He identified himself as connected with the 
United States Government, and said it was very important that he see 
them and that his time was valuable and if he had to sit there until 
they came home in the afternoon he would do it, but he could be saved 
some valuable time if I would tell him how to reach them. I had her 
telephone number and I gave it to him. He said, “May I come in and 
use your phone?” Which he did. I heard him tell her over the phone 
that he had to deliver an important document to one or the other of the 
two and could he see her. She agreed to come to her home during her 
lunch hour. He waited in his car until she came at noon, and they 
went in her house. J assumed that he delivered the subpena at that 
time. 

Senator Werxer. Did you see him in the car? 

Mrs. MacKicuan. I saw him in his own car in front of her house. 

Senator Wetker. Did you see him enter her house ? 

Mrs. MacKicnuan. I did, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Can you recall the date? 

Mrs. MacKicuan. I can’t. It was that Monday or that Tuesday, 
one, and that marshal will know, who delivered it. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest that this testimony be 
received into the record in connection with the Ober testimony. The 
one thing which has to be established here is if this is the service which 
was being effected upon Mrs. Ober by the grand jury or the service 
being effected by the Internal Security Subcommittee. 

Mrs. MacKicuan. Was that on the 24th, the subcommittee ? 

Mr. Morris. We will have to check our dates. We would just like to 
receive the evidence as such and let us integrate that testimony with 
other facts that we have. 

Senator WeLtker. You read something in the paper, I think, Madam. 
That you told us about while we were in brief recess, about the time 
of the service of the summons. Do you want to relate that to the 
reporter ? 

Mrs. MacKicuan. Inthe newspaper it stated that Mr. Ober resigned 
his job before he received the subpena, that he received word by wire 
about 4 p.m. If it was4 p.m. the next day,O.K. But he received it 
before 4 p. m. that particular day. 
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Senator WeLKer. Very well. 

Mr. Morris. We can integrate this testimony, Senator, with other 
facts in the case. 

Senator Wetker. Very well. I want to thank you on behalf of 
Chairman Jenner and the whole committee and the staff for your 
volunteering this testimony and coming before us. We appreciate it 
very much. 

(Whereupon, at 11:15 a. m., the subcommittee was recessed, subject 
to the call of the chairman.) 


x . 
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